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Rules and Regulations 


Title 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Chapter I—Administrative Committee 
of the Federal Register 

part n —mandatory and au¬ 
thorized PUBLICATION OF DOC¬ 
UMENTS 

PART 13—PREPARATION OF DOCU¬ 
MENTS SUBJECT TO CODIFICATION 

Provisions for Issuance of Corrective 
Documents and Effective-Date 
Statements 

Chapter I of Title 1 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. Part 11 is amended by adding a 
center heading and § 11.10 to read as 
follows: 

Correction of Errors in Documents 
§ 11.10 Correction of substantive errors. 

After a document has been published, 
substantive errors therein may be cor¬ 
rected only by the formal submission and 
publication in the Federal Register of 
another document effecting the correc¬ 
tion. 

2. Subpart A of Part 13 is amended by 
adding a center heading and § 13.41 to 
read as follows: 

Effective-Date Statements 
§ 13.41 Effective dates. 

Documents subject to codification 
should include a statement as to the date 
on which the provisions thereof become 
effective. 

(Sec. 6, 49 Stat. 501, as amended; 44 U.S.C. 
306) 

Effective date. These amendments 
shall become effective upon their publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

Administrative Committee of 
The Federal Register, 

Wayne C. Grover, 

Archivist of the United States, 

Chairman. 

Raymond Blattenberger, 

The Public Printer, 
Member. 

William O. Burtner, 
Representative of the Attorney 
General, Member. 

Approved: October 12,1960. 

William P. Rogers, 

Attorney General. 

Franklin G. Floete, 

Administrator of General Services. 

IP.R. Doc. 60-9764; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 
11:22 a.m.] 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter III—Foreign and Territorial 
Compensation 

[Dept. Reg. 108.448] 

PART 325—ADDITIONAL COMPEN¬ 
SATION IN FOREIGN AREAS 

Designation of Differential Posts 

Section 325.15, Designation of differ¬ 
ential posts is amended as follows, effec¬ 
tive on the dates indicated: 

1. Effective as of the beginning of the 
first pay period following August 20, 
1960, paragraph (a) is amended by the 
deletion of the following: 

Katubaraliang, Iran. 

2. Effective as of the beginning of the 
first pay period following August 20, 
1960, paragraph (b) is amended by the 
deletion of the following: 

Iran, all posts except Ajabshahr, Chehel- 
Dokhtar, Dezful, Firuzkuh, Isfahan, Katu- 
barahang, Kerman, Khaneh, Kushi, Manjil, 
Marand, Naudeh, Rehneh, Rezaiyeh, Sa- 
nandaj, Sari, Shahabad, Shiraz, Tehran 
and Zirab. 

3. Effective as of the beginning of the 
first pay period following October 15, 
1960, paragraph (a) is amended by the 
deletion of the following: 

Semarang, Indonesia. 

4. Effective as of the beginning of the 
first pay period following October 15, 
1960, paragraph (b) is amended by the 
deletion of the following: 

Grand Cayman, T.W.I. 

Guadeloupe, F.WJ. 

5. Effective as of the beginning of the 
first pay period following October 15, 
1960, paragraph (c) is amended by the 
deletion of the following: 

Blantjnre, Nyasaland. 

6. Effective as of the beginning of the 
first pay period following August 20,1960, 
paragraph Ca) is amended by the 
addition of the following: 

Kabutarahang, Iran. 

7. Effective as of the beginning of the 
first pay period following August 20,1960, 
paragraph (b) is amended by the 
addition of the following: 

Iran, all posts except Ajabshahr, Chehel- 
Dokhtar, Dezful, Firuzkuh, Isfahan, Kabu¬ 
tarahang, Kerman, Khaneh, Kushi, Manjil, 
Marand, Naudeh, Rehneh, Rezaiyeh, San- 
andaj. Sari, Shahabad, Shiraz, Tehran and 
Zirab. 

8. Effective as of the beginning of the 
first pay period following October 15, 


1960, paragraph (c) is amended by the 
addition of the following: 

Grand Cayman, T.W.I. 

(Secs. 102, 401, E.O. 10000, 13 FR. 5453, 3 
CFR, 1948 Supp., E.O. 10623, E.O. 10636, 20 
FR. 5297, 7025, 3 CFR, 1955 Supp.) 

For the Secretary of State. 

Lane Dwinell, 
Assistant Secretary. 

October 3, 1960. 

[FR. Doc. 60-9679; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:48 ajn.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VII—Commodity Stabiliza¬ 
tion Service (Farm Marketing 
Quotas and Acreage Allotments), 
Department of Agriculture 

PART 722—COTTON 

Proclamation Relating to National 
Marketing Quota and National Al¬ 
lotment for the 1961 Crop of 
Upland Cotton 

Sec. 

722.401 Basis and purpose. 

722.402 Findings and determinations with 

respect to a national marketing 
quota for the 1961 crop of cotton. 

722.403 Determination of a national allot¬ 

ment for the 1961 crop of cotton. 

Authority: §§ 722.401 to 722.403 issued 
under sec. 375, 52 Stat. 66, as amended; 7 
U.S.C. 1375. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 
342, 344, 52 Stat. 38, as amended; 63 Stat. 
670, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1301, 1342, 1344. 

§ 722.401 Basis and purpose. 

(a) This proclamation is issued pur¬ 
suant to sections 342 and 344 of the Agri¬ 
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended (referred to herein as the 
“act”) to announce findings with respect 
to the total supply and the normal supply 
of upland cotton for the marketing year 
beginning August 1,1960, and to proclaim 
whether, upon the basis of such findings, 
a national marketing quota and a na¬ 
tional allotment for the 1961 crop of 
upland cotton are required under the 
provisions of the act. The term “upland 
cotton” (referred to herein as “cotton”) 
and the data appearing in §§ 722.402 and 
722.403 do not include extra long staple 
cotton described in section 347(a) of the 
act or similar types of such c»tton which 
are imported. The terms “total supply”, 
“carryover”, and “normal supply”, as 
they relate to cotton are defined in sec¬ 
tion 301 of the act. 

(b) The findings and determinations 
of the Secretary in §§ 722.402 and 722.403 
have been made on the basis of the latest 
available statistics of the Federal Gov- 
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ernment. Prior to making such findings 
and determinations, notice was published 
in the Federal Register on August 13, 
1960 (25 F.R. 7761), in accordance with 
section 4 of the Administrative Proce¬ 
dure Act (60 Stat. 238; 5 U.S.C. 1003), 
that the Secretary was preparing to 
determine whether a national marketing 
quot£K and national allotment were re¬ 
quired under the act for the 1961 crop 
of cotton. The data and recommenda¬ 
tions received in response to such notice 
have been duly considered. 

§ 722.402 Findings and determinations 
with respect to a national marketing 
quota for the 1961 crop of cotton. 

(a) Total supply. The total supply of 
cotton for the marketing year beginning 
August 1,1960 (in terms of running bales 
or the equivalent), is 21,735,000 bales, 
consisting of (1) a carryover on August 
1, 1960, of 7,269,000 bales, (2) estimated 
production from the 1960 crop of 14,- 
406,000 bales, and (3) estimated imports 
into the United States during the 
marketing year beginning August 1,1960, 
of 60,000 bales. 

(b) Normal supply. The normal 

supply of cotton for the marketing year 
beginning August 1, 1960 (in terms of 
running bales or the equivalent), is 18,- 
720,000 bales, consisting of (1) estimated 
domestic consumption for the marketing 
year beginning August 1, 1960, of 

8,400,000 bales, (2) estimated exports 
during the marketing year beginning 
August 1, 1960, of 6,000,000 bales, and 
(3) 30 percent of the sum of subpara¬ 
graphs (1) and (2) of this paragraph 
as an allowance for carryover, or 
4,320,000 bales. 

ic) National marketing quota. It is 
hereby determined and proclaimed that 
the total supply of cotton for the mar¬ 
keting year beginning August 1, 1960, 
will exceed the normal supply of cotton 
for such marketing year. Therefore, a 
national marketing quota shall be in ef¬ 
fect for the crop of cotton produced in 
the calendar year 1961. It is further 
determined and proclaimed that the 
amount of the national marketing quota 
for the 1961 crop of cotton shall be 
15,562,000 bales (standard bales of 500 
pounds gross weight). The amount of 
such quota has been determined (using 
standard bales of 500 pounds gross 
weight) under section 342 of the act 
which, in effect, provides that the 1961 
quota shall be the largest of the follow¬ 
ing: 

(1) The number of bales of cotton 
adequate, together with (i) the esti¬ 
mated carryover at the beginning of the 
1961-62 marketing year and (ii) the 
estimated imports during the 1961-62 
marketing year, to make available a nor¬ 
mal supply of cotton. The number of 
bales of cotton determined under this 
provision is 12,204,000 bales. 

(2) The number of bales of cotton 
equal to the estimated domestic con¬ 
sumption and estimated exports (less 
estimated imports) for the 1961-62 mar¬ 
keting year, except that the Secretary 
shall make such adjustment in the 
amount of such quota as he determines 
necessary after taking into consideration 
the estimated stocks of cotton in the 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

United States (including the qualities of 
such stocks) and stocks in foreign coun¬ 
tries which would be available for the 
marketing year for which the quota is 
being proclaimed if no adjustment of 
such quota is made hereunder, to assure 
the maintenance of adequate but not 
excessive stocks in the United States to 
provide a continuous and stable supply 
of the different qualities of cotton 
needed in the United States and in for¬ 
eign cotton consuming countries, and for 
purposes of national security; but the 
Secretary, in making such adjustments, 
may not reduce the national marketing 
quota below one million bales less than 
the estimated domestic consumption and 
estimated exports for the 1961-62 mar¬ 
keting year. The number of bales of 
cotton determined imder this provision 
is 15,562,000 bales (standard bales of 
500 lbs. gross weight), which in terms of 
rumiing bales or equivalent consists of 
estimated domestic consumption of 
9,000,000 bales, estimated exports of 
6,000,000 bales, less estimated imports 
of 60,000 bales, plus, in terms of stand¬ 
ard bales, an upward adjustment of 
500,000 bales. Such adjustment is the 
amount determined necessary to provide 
a national quota which can be expected 
to produce the amount and qualities of 
cotton needed to assure the maintenance 
of adequate stocks of cotton in the 
United States. 

(3) Ten million bales. 

(4) The number of bales of cotton 
required to provide a national allotment 
of 16,000,000 acres for the 1961 crop of 
cotton. The number of bales of cotton 
determined under this provision on the 
basis of the national average yield per 
acre of cotton for the four calendar 
years 1956, 1957, 1958, and 1959 of 406 
pounds is 13,533,000 bales. 

§ 722.403 Determination of national al¬ 
lotment for the 1961 crop of cotton. 

It is hereby further determined and 
proclaimed that a national allotment 
shall be in effect for the crop of cotton 
produced in the calendar year 1961. The 
amount of such national allotment as 
determined under section 344 of the act 
shall be 18,398,424 acres. The appor¬ 
tionment of the 1961 national allotment 
to the States will be included in the 
acreage allotment regulations for the 
1961 crop of upland cotton. The regula¬ 
tions will also establish the additional 
allotment which each State will receive 
from the national reserve under section 
344(b) of the act. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 13th 
day of October* 1960. 

True D. Morse, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9725; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:52 a.m.] 


PART 722—COTTON 

Proclamation Relating to National 
Marketing Quota and National Al¬ 
lotment for the 1961 Crop of 
Extra Long Staple Cotton 

Sec. 

722.451 Basis and purpose. 


Sec. 

722.452 Pindings and determinations with 

respect to a national marketing 

quota for the 1961 crop of extra 

long staple cotton. 

722.453 Determination of a national allot¬ 

ment for the 1961 crop of extra 

long staple cotton. 

Authority: §§ 722.451 to 722.453 issued 
under sec. 375, 52 Stat. 66, as amended; 7 
U.S.C. 1375. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 344, 
347, 52 Stat. 38, as amended; 63 Stat. 670, as 
amended; 63 Stat. 675, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
1301, 1344, 1347. 

§ 722.451 Basis and purpose. 

(a) This proclamation is issued pur¬ 
suant to sections 344 and 347 of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended (referred to herein as the 
*‘act”) including an amendment under 
Public Law 86-566 (74 Stat. 295, ap¬ 
proved June 30, 1960), to announce 
findings made by the Secretary of Agri¬ 
culture with respect to the total supply 
and the normal supply of extra long 
staple cotton for the marketing year 
beginning August 1, 1960, and to pro¬ 
claim whether, upon the basis of such 
findings, a national marketing quota and 
a national allotment for the 1961 crop of 
extra long staple cotton are required 
under the provisions of the act. The 
term “extra long staple cotton’', as used 
in § 722.452 (a) and (b), means the 
kinds of cotton described in section 
347(a) of the act, including American- 
Egyptian cotton. Sea Island cotton in 
both the continental United States and 
Puerto Rico, and Sealand cotton, and all 
imports of similar type cotton produced 
in Egypt, Sudan and Peru. The term 
“extra long staple cotton”, as used in 
§§ 722.452(c) and 722.453, means the 
kinds of cotton described in section 
347(a) of the act. The term “carryover” 
as used herein does not include Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation and General 
Services Administration stocks of extra 
long staple cotton which were acquired 
pursuant to, or under the authority of, 
the Strategic and Critical Materials 
Stockpiling Act. Section 347(c) of the 
act provides that, with certain excep¬ 
tions, all provisions of the act shall, inso¬ 
far as applicable, apply to marketing 
quotas and acreage allotments for extra 
long staple cotton. The terms “total 
supply”, “carryover”, and “normal sup¬ 
ply”, as they relate to extra long staple 
cotton, are defined in section 301 of the 
act. 

(b) The findings and determinations 
made by the Secretary are contained in 
§§ 722.452 and 722.453 and have been 
made on the basis of the latest available 
statistics of the Federal Government. 
Prior to making such findings and de¬ 
terminations, notice was published in the 
Federal Register on August 13, 1960 (25 
F.R. 7760), in accordance with .section 
4 of the Administrative Procedure Act 
(60 Stat. 238; 5 U.S.C. 1003) that the 
Secretary was preparing to determine 
whether a national marketing quota and 
national allotment were required under 
the act for the 1961 crop of extra long 
staple cotton. The data and recommen¬ 
dations received in response to such 
notice have been duly considered. 
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§ 722.452 Findings and determinations 
with respect to a national marketing 
quota for the 1961 crop of extra long 
staple cotton. 

(a) Total supply. The total supply of 
extra long staple cotton for the market¬ 
ing year beginning August 1, 1960 (in 
terms of running bales or the equivalent) 
is 268,400 bales, consisting of (1) a carry¬ 
over on August 1, 1960, of 117,400 bales, 

(2) estimated production from the 1960 
crop of 65,400 bales, and (3) estimated 
imports into the United States during the 
marketing year beginning August 1, i960, 
of 85,600 bales. 

(b) Normal supply. The normal sup¬ 
ply of extra long staple cotton for the 
marketing year beginning August 1, 1960 
(in terms of running bales or the equiva¬ 
lent) is 162,500 bales, consisting of (1) 
estimated domestic consumption for the 
marketing year beginning August 1,1960, 
of 120,000 bales, (2) estimated exports 
during the marketing year beginning 
August 1, 1960, of 5,000 bales, and (3) 30 
percent of the sum of subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) of this paragraph as an allow¬ 
ance for carryover, or 37,500 bales. 

(c) National marketing quota. It is 
hereby determined and proclaimed that 
the total supply of extra long staple cot¬ 
ton for the marketing year beginning 
August 1, 1960, will exceed the normal 
supply of such cotton for such marketing 
year by more than 8 per centum. There¬ 
fore, a national marketing quota shall 
be in effect for the crop of extra long 
staple cotton produced in the calendar 
year 1961. It is further determined and 
proclaimed that the amount of the na¬ 
tional marketing quota for the 1961 crop 
of extra long staple cotton shall be 66,590 
bales (standard bales of 500 pounds gross 
weight). The amount of the national 
marketing quota as proclaimed has been 
determined in accordance with section 
347(b) of the act as amended by Public 
Law 88-566 (74 Stat. 295, approved June 
30, 1960), which, in effect, provides that 
the national marketing quota for the 
1961 crop of extra long staple cotton 
shall be the largest of the following: 

(1) An amount equal to: 

(1) The estimated domestic consump¬ 
tion plus exports for the marketing year 
beginning August 1, 1961 (the number 
of bales determined under this provision 
is 120,000 bales plus 5,000 bales or a 
total of 125,000 bales), less; 

(ii) The estimated imports for the 
marketing year beginning August 1, 1961 
(the number of bales determined under 
this provision is 85,600 bales), plus; 

(iii) Such additional number of bales, 
if any, as the Secretary determines is 
necessary to assure adequate working 
stocks in trade channels until extra long 
staple cotton from the next crop becomes 
readily available without resort to Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation stocks. It is 
hereby determined that no adjustment 
under this provision is necessary. The 
number of bales determined imder this 
provision (1) is 39,400 bales; 

(2) 30,000 bales; 

(3) The number of bales equal to 30 
per centum of the estimated domestic 
consumption plus exports of extra long 
staple cotton for the marketing year 
beginning in the calendar year in which 


such quota is proclaimed. The number 
of bales determined under this provision 
is 37,500 bales; or 

(4) 90 per centum of the 1959 market¬ 
ing quota for extra long staple cotton. 
The number of bales determined under 
this provision is 66,590 bales. 

§ 722.453 Determination of national al¬ 
lotment for the 1961 crop of extra 
long staple cotton. 

It is hereby further determined and 
proclaimed that a national allotment 
shall be in effect for the crop of extra 
long staple cotton produced in the 
calendar year 1961. The amount of such 
national allotment as determined under 
section 344(a) of the act shall be 63,740 
acres. Such national allotment is 
determined on the basis of the national 
average yield per acre of extra long staple 
cotton for the four calendar years 1956, 
1957, 1958, and 1959 of 500 pounds. The 
apportionment of the 1961 national 
allotment to the States will be included 
in the acreage allotment regulations for 
the 1981 crop of extra long staple cotton. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 13th 
day of October 1960. 

True D. Morse, 
Acting Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9724; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:52 a.m.] 


Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

[Lemon Reg. 868] 

PART 953—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 
§ 953.975 Lemon Regulation 868. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 53, as amended (7 CPR Part 
953; 23 P.R. 9053), regulating the han¬ 
dling of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona, effective under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et ^eq.; 68 Stat. 906, 1047), 
and upon the basis of the recommenda¬ 
tion and information submitted by the 
Lemon Administrative Committee, estab¬ 
lished under the said amended marketing 
agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the limitation of handling of such 
lemons as hereinafter provided will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (60 Stat. 
237; 5 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) because the 
time intervening between the date when 
information upon which this section is 
based becomes available and the time 
when this section must become effective 
in order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act is insufficient, and a reasonable 
time is permitted, under the circum¬ 


stances, for preparation for such ef¬ 
fective time; and good cause exists for 
making the provisions hereof effective as 
hereinafter set forth. The committee 
held an open meeting during the cm^rent 
week, after giving due notice thereof, to 
consider supply and market conditions 
for lemons and the need for regulation; 
interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting information for reg¬ 
ulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after such meeting was 
held; the provisions of this section, in¬ 
cluding its effective time, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, and information con¬ 
cerning such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among han¬ 
dlers of such lemons; it is necessary, in 
order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act, to make this section effective 
during the period herein specified: and 
compliance with this section will not 
require any special preparation on the 
part of persons subject hereto which 
cannot be completed on or before the 
effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on October 11, 1960. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period beginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
October 16, 1960, and ending at 12:01 
a.m., P.s.t., October 23, 1960, are hereby 
fixed as follows: 

(1) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 116,250 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: 51,150 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
and “carton” have the same meaning 
as when used in the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: October 12,1960. 

S. R. Smith, 

Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Mar- 
keting Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9714; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

. 8:51 a.m.] 

[Avocado Order 20, Arndt. 3] 

PART 969—AVOCADOS GROWN IN 
SOUTH FLORIDA 

Limitation of Shipments 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 69, as amended (7 CFR Part 
969), regulating the handling of avocados 
grown in south Florida, effective under 
the applicable provisions of the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
Avocado Administrative Committee, 
established under the aforesaid market¬ 
ing agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the limitation on the handling of 
avocados, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 
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(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest to give pre¬ 
liminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the 
effective date of this amendment until 
30 days after publication thereof in the 
Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 1001-1011) in 
that the time intervening between the 
date when information upon which this 
amendment is based became available 
and the time when this amendment must 
become effective in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act is insufiQcient; 
and this amendment relieves restrictions 
on the handling of avocados grown in 
south Florida. 

(b) It is, therefore, ordered that: 

The provisions in paragraph (b) (1) of 

Avocado Order 20, as amended (§ 969.320; 
25 F.R. 5476, 7712, 9170—quality and 
maturity requirements), are hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

(1) During the period beginning at 
12:01 a.m., e.s.t., October 17, 1960, and 
ending at 12:01 a.m., e.s.t., April 30, 
1961, no handler shall handle any 
avocados unless such avocados grade at 
least U.S. No. 2 except that avocados that 
are sunburned, have scars caused by 
wind damage, or have russeting and dis¬ 
coloration caused by wind may be 
handled if they otherwise grade at least 
U.S. No. 2. 

(c) As used herein, the terms “U.S. 
No. 2,” “sunburn,” “scars,” “russeting,” 
and “discoloration” shall have the same 
meaning as when used in the United 
States Standards for Florida Avocados 
(7 CFR 51.3050-51.3069). 

(d) The provisions hereof shall be¬ 
come effective at 12:01 a.m., e.s.t., Octo¬ 
ber 17, 1960. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: October 12, 1960. 

S. R. Smith, 

Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9715; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:51 a.m.] 

Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter I—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 
OF ANIMALS AND POULTRY 

PART 71—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

part 72—TEXAS (SPLENETIC) FEVER 
IN CATTLE 

Interstate Movement of Animals In¬ 
fested With or Exposed to Fever 
Ticks 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Act 
of March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act 
of February 2, 1903, as amended, and the 
Act of May 29, 1884, as amended (21 
U.S.C. 111-113, 115, 117, 120, 121, 123- 
126), Part 71 and Part 72, Title 9, Code 
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of Federal Regulations, are hereby 
amended in the following respects: 

§ 71.1 [Amendinent] 

1. Paragraph (d) of § 71.1 is amended 
to read: 

(d) Tick infested. Infested with the 
ticks Boophilus annulatus (Margaropus 
annulatus), Boophilus microplus, or 
Rhipicephalus evertsi evertsi. 

2. Section 72.1 is amended to read: 

§ 72.1 Ticks [Boophilus annulatus 
(Margaropus annulatus), Boophilus 
niicroplus, or Rhipicephalus evertsi 
evertsi] ; interstate movement of in¬ 
fested or exposed animals prohibited. 

No animals infested with ticks [Boo¬ 
philus annulatus (Margaropus annula¬ 
tus), Boophilus microplus, or Rhipi¬ 
cephalus evertsi evertsi] or exposed to 
tick infestation shall be shipped, trailed, 
driven, or otherwise moved interstate for 
any puiTX)se, except as provided in this 
part. 

3. Section 72.21 is amended to read: 

§ 72.21 Animals infested with or exposed 
to ticks subject to same restrictions 
as cattle. 

Animals other than cattle which are 
infested with ticks [Boophilus annulatus 
(Margaropus annulatus), Boophilus mi¬ 
croplus, or Rhipicephalus evertsi evertsi] 
or exposed to tick infestation shall not 
be moved interstate unless they are 
treated, handled, and moved in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements specified in 
§§ 72.9-72.15 and §72.18 of this part 
governing the interstate movement of 
cattle. 

(Secs. 4, 5, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, secs. 1, 
2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended, secs. 1, 3, 33 
Stat. 1264-1265, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 111- 
113, 120, 121, 123, 125. Interpret or apply 
secs. 6, 7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, secs. 2, 4, 
33 Stat. 1264-1265, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 115, 
117, 124, 126; 19 F.R. 73, as amended) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ments shall become effective upon publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

The primary purposes of these amend¬ 
ments are to include within the provi¬ 
sions of the regulations in Parts 71 and 
72 the fever carrying tick “Rhipicephalus 
evertsi evertsi” known to exist in the 
State of Florida, and to make the pro¬ 
visions of §§ 72.1 and 72.21 applicable to 
any animals which are tick infested or 
exposed to tick infestation. In addition 
to being a vector for splenetic fever, the 
above-named tick is also known to be a 
vector of African East Coast fever and 
other exotic diseases. 

The amendments impose certain fur¬ 
ther restrictions necessary to prevent the 
spread of splenetic or tick fever, and 
should be made effective promptly in 
order to accomplish their purpose in the 
public interest. Accordingly, under sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (5 U.S.C. 1003), it is found upon 
good cause that notice and other public 
procedure with respect to the amend¬ 
ments are impracticable and contrary 
to the public interest, and good cause is 
found for making the amendments effec¬ 
tive less than 30 days after publication 
in the Federal Register. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 11th 
day of October 1960. 

M. R. Clarkson, 
Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9698; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Title 13—BUSINESS CREDIT 
AND ASSISTANCE 

Chapter I—Small Business 
Administration 

[Arndt. 3] 

PART 108—LOANS TO STATE AND 
LOCAL DEVELOPMENT COMPANIES 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The Loans to State and Local Develop¬ 
ment Companies Regulation (23 F.R. 
10511), as amended (25 F.R. 1398 and 25 
F.R. 5375), is hereby further amended 
by: 

1. Deleting § 108.2(d) in its entirety 
and substituting a new § 108.2(d) in lieu 
thereof. 

As amended § 108.2(d) reads as 
follows: 

§ 108.2 Definitions. 

♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 

(d) (1) “Development company” means 
an enterprise incorporated under the 
laws of one of the several States, formed 
for the purpose of furthering the eco¬ 
nomic development of its community and 
environs, and with authority to promote 
and assist the growth and development 
of small-business concerns in the areas 
covered by their operations. Such cor¬ 
poration may be organized either as a 
profit or non-profit enterprise. A State 
development company is a corporation 
organized under or pursuant to a special 
legislative Act to operate on a statewide 
basis. A local development company is 
a corporation chartered under any ap¬ 
plicable State corporation law to operate 
in a specified area within a State. 

(2) A local development company shall 
be principally composed of and controlled 
by local persons residing or doing busi¬ 
ness in the locality; such local persons 
shall ordinarily constitute not less than 
75 per cent of the ownership of the de¬ 
velopment company. No shareholder or 
member of the development company 
may own an interest in excess of 25 per 
cent in the development company if he 
and his affiliated interest have a direct 
pecuniary interest in the project involv¬ 
ing the Section 502 loan or in the small- 
business concern which is to be assisted. 
The primary objective of the develop¬ 
ment company must be benefit to the 
community as measured by increased 
employment, payroll, business volume 
and corresponding factors rather than 
monetary profits to its shareholders or 
members; any monetary profits or other 
benefits which flow to the shareholders 
or members of the local development 
company must be merely incidental 
thereto. 
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2. Adding a new paragraph (g) to 
§ 108.2. 

As amended, § 108.2(g) reads as 
follows: 

(g) “Plant’* means any physical fa¬ 
cility, including land, owned or acquired 
by the development company or the 
small-business concern and employed or 
to be employed by the small-business 
concern in the conduct of its business, 
whether the business be of an industrial, 
commercial or recreational nature. 

3. Deleting § 108.3 in its entirety and 
substituting therefor a new § 108.3. 

As amended, § 108.3 reads as follows: 

§ 108.3 Procedures for loan applica¬ 
tions. 

(a) Form of application. An applica¬ 
tion for a section 501 loan shall be made 
upon “SBA Form 501“ and for a section 
502 loan upon an “SBA Form 502“ and 
shall include all other pertinent infor¬ 
mation required in supporting schedules 
and forms. The application and sup¬ 
porting materials shall be submitted in 
duplicate if the request is for a direct 
loan from SBA. If the section 502 loan 
is to be made in participation with a 
bank or other lending institution the 
application and supporting materials 
shall be submitted in triplicate. Detailed 
instructions on filling out application 
forms will be f6und on “SBA Form 501**, 
“SBA Form 502**, and “SBA Form 502B**. 
C:k>pies may be obtained from SBID 
through the Washington or any field 
office of SBA. 

(b) Place of filing. Application shall 
be made in the SBA field office serving 
the area in which the applicant is 
located, if no bank participation in the 
loan is available. If a bank participa¬ 
tion is available, the application shall 
be submitted to such bank or other lend¬ 
ing institution which will in turn execute 
the Application for Participation Agree¬ 
ment contained on page 3 of SBA Form 
502 and transmit two copies of the appli¬ 
cation and supporting materials to the 
SBA field office serving the area in which 
the applicant or participating institution 
may be located. 

4. Deleting the first sentence of 
§ 108.502-1(6) and substituting therefor 
two new sentences. 

As amended, § 108.502-1 (e) reads as 
follows: 

§ 108.502-1 Seclioii 502 loans. 

♦ ♦ * ♦ ♦ 

(e) Participation hy the development 
company. A development company may 
be required to furnish a reasonable part, 
as determined by SBA, of the funds 
necessary to accomplish the plant con¬ 
struction, conversion or expansion, or 
the acquisition of land. For the purposes 
of this paragraph, the furnishing of not 
less than 20 percent of the necessary 
funds shall generally be considered a 
reasonable part. SBA may require that 
the funds to be furnished by the develop¬ 
ment company be derived from paid-in 
capital or surplus of the development 
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company as well as from other sources. 
The amount of paid-in capital to be 
required will depend in part upon the 
amount of the loan, tlie maturity of the 
loan, the extent to which other borrow¬ 
ings of the development company may 
be subordinated to the SBA loan and 
such other factors as the SBA may con¬ 
sider appropriate to the individual case. 
For the purposes of this section “paid-in 
capital** is cash and property actually 
received in exchange for shares of stock 
issued by the development company or 
cash and property contributed to the 
development company without obligation 
therefor. 

5, Deleting § 108.502-1 (i) in its 
entirety and substituting a new 
§ 108.502-X(i). 

As amended, § 108.502-1 (i) reads as 
follows: 

(1) Loa7i maturity. The maturity of 
any loan under this section may not ex¬ 
ceed ten years plus such additional period 
as is estimated may be required to com¬ 
plete construction, conversion or expan¬ 
sion. It shall be the policy of SBA gen¬ 
erally, in the case of a lease agreement 
between a local development company 
and an identifiable small-business con¬ 
cern, to require that the term of the 
lease shall be not less than the term of 
the loan. It shall also be the policy of 
SBA generally to require repayment of 
the loan in equal periodic installments. 
Extensions or renewals of loans for an 
additional period -not to exceed ten years 
beyond the stated maturity may be 
granted by SBA only if such extensions 
or renewals will aid in the orderly liqui¬ 
dation of such loans. 

6. Adding a new paragraph (j) to 
§ 108.502-1 which reads as follows: 

(j) Use of proceeds. (1) Prior to ap¬ 
proval and disbursement of a section 502 
loan, the development company shall 
submit evidence, satisfactory to SBA, 
that the proceeds of such loan will be 
used for plant construction, conversion, 
expansion or the acquisition of land, 
solely to assist an identifiable small- 
business concern. 

(2) The identifiable small-business 
concern, under agreement existing at 
the time of such disbursement, shall be 
entitled or permitted to possess and use, 
as owner or tenant, the plant which is 
constructed, converted or expanded, 
with the proceeds of said loan. 

(3) Evidence, satisfactory to SBA, 
shall be submitted, prior to approval and 
disbursement of said loan, that the 
identifiable small-business concern in¬ 
tends or has the right to use the said 
plant during a period of time equal at 
least to the maximum contract term of 
the section 502 loan or five years after 
full disbursement of the section 502 
loan, whichever is the longer period; and 
that use of said proceeds will assist only 
the identifiable small-business concern. 
Evidence of such intent and purpose 
shall be deemed to exist where the pro¬ 
ceeds of the section 502 loan will be used 
by the development company: 
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(i) To relend to the identifiable small- 
business concern for consti*uction, con¬ 
version or expansion of a plant owned, 
occupied and used by said concern; 

(ii) To construct, convert or expand 
a plant to be sold immediately to the 
identifiable small-business concern for 
its occupancy and use; 

(iii) To construct, convert or expand 
a plant owned by the development com¬ 
pany to be leased to the identifiable 
small-business concern with the right 
in such concern to apply rentals, under 
a purchase option arrangement, on the 
purchase price of the plant; or 

(iv) To construct, convert or expand 
a plant owned by the development com¬ 
pany to be leased to the identifiable 
small-business concern without a pur¬ 
chase option arrangement but with the 
right in such concern to occupy the 
plant during a period of time equal at 
least to the maximum contract term of 
the section 502 loan or five years after 
full disbursement of the section 502 loan, 
whichever is the longer period; 

upon terms between the development 
company and said concern intended to 
provide the development company with 
total funds not in excess of those neces¬ 
sary: to repay, with interest, the section 
502 loan; for applicable taxes upon and 
maintenance of the plant; to recover 
administrative costs; to provide a rea¬ 
sonable sum as a reserve for contingen¬ 
cies to cover unusual costs or expenses; 
and to recover capital investments and 
expenditures of the development com¬ 
pany’s own funds in the project with a 
reasonable return on such capital in¬ 
vestments and expenditures as may be 
necessary to attract and maintain a 
broad base of ownership and member¬ 
ship and interest in continuing local 
development projects. 

Dated: October 12, 1960. 

Philip McCallum, 
Administrator. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9718; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:51 a.m.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE VTATERS 

Chapter II—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 

PART 204—DANGER ZONE 
REGULATIONS 

PART 205—DUMPING GROUNDS 
REGULATIONS 

PART 207—NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

Pamlico Sound, Bogue Sound, and 
Adjacent Waters, North Carolina; 
Lake Superior, Minnesota, and 
Wisconsin 

1. Pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 7 of the River and Harbor Act of 
August 8,1917 (40 Stat. 266; 33 U.S.C. 1) 





9890 

and Chapter XIX of the Army Appro¬ 
priations Act of July 9, 1918 (40 Stat. 
892; 33 U.S.C. 3), § 204.55 establishing 
and governing the use and navigation of 
danger zones for Marine Corps firing 
operations in Pamlico Sound, Bogue 
Sound, and adjacent waters. North Caro¬ 
lina, is hereby amended by revising para¬ 
graph (d) (2) (v) to delete the require¬ 
ment that small craft be used as warning 
devises, as follows: 

§ 204.55 Pamlico Sound, Bogue Sound, 
and adjacent waters, N.C.; danger 
zones for Marine Corps operations. 
♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 

(d) Inland waters in the Browns Inlet 
area "between Bear Creek and Onslow 
Beach Bridge over the Atlantic Intra¬ 
coastal Waterway, ♦ * * 

(2) The regulations. * ♦ * 

(v) Warning of impending military 
use of the area will be contained in 
weekly Notice to Mariners. ^ ^ 

♦ ♦ « * * 

[Regs., October 3, 1960, 285/91 (Pamlico 
Sound, N.C.)—ENGCW-0] (Sec. 7, 40 Stat. 
266, 892; 33 TJB.C. 1, 3) 

2. Pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 4 of the River and Harbor Act of 
March 3, 1905 (40 Stat. 1147; 33 U.S.C. 
419), § 205.56 is hereby prescribed estab¬ 
lishing and governing the use of dump¬ 
ing grounds in Lake Superior, Minnesota 
and Wisconsin, as follows: 

§ 205.56 Lake Superior, Minn., and 
Wis. 

(a) The dumping grounds. The wa¬ 
ters of Lake Superior within two circular 
areas, each 1 mile in diameter, one area 
with its center S. 75°00' E., 1.5 miles from 
the lakeward end of the Duluth Ship 
Canal south pier, and the other area 
with its center located N. 10°30' E., 2 
miles from the lakeward end of the 
Superior Entry north breakwater. 

(b) The regulations. (1) The dump¬ 

ing grounds shall be used only for the 
dumping of nonfloatable materials, not 
easily transported by currents, from 
dredging and related operations in the 
Duluth-Superior Harbor. Disposal of 
dredged materials in Lake Superior in 
areas west of Au Train, Michigan, within 
the U.S. Army Engineer District, St. 
Paul, other than within the areas speci¬ 
fied in paragraph (a) of this section 
shall be deposited within specific limits 
to be designated and marked by the 
Area Engineer, Lake Superior Area 
Office, Duluth, Minnesota, prior to com¬ 
mencement of the work. p 

(2) No materials shall be dumped 
until a permit therefor has been issued 
by the District Engineer, U.S. Army 
Engineer District, St. Paul, Minnesota. 
The Area Engineer, Lake Superior Area 
Office, will represent the District Engi¬ 
neer in matters pertaining to the disposal 
of dredged materials within these areas. 
Written application for such permit must 
be addressed to the District Engineer 
and presented to the said Area Engineer 
stating the character and approximate 
amount of material to be deposited, the 
place from which it is to be taken, the 
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time where the work will be done and 
the floating plant to be employed. 

(3) No dumping shall be commenced 
without at least five days’ prior notice 
thereof to the said Area Engineer. 

(4) Materials shall be dumped only 
under the supervision of the said Area 
Engineer. The cost of inspection shall 
be borne by the party responsible for 
the dumping. Inspectors and others 
while engaged in this service shall be 
afforded satisfactory transportation to 
and from the dumping grounds, and 
provided with protection from the 
weather and, if necessary, satisfactory 
board and sleeping accommodations by 
the responsible party. 

(5) In no case shall materials be so 
dumped in the areas specified in para¬ 
graph (a) of this section to provide less 
than a clear-swept depth of 50 feet 
below low water datum. Depths to be 
provided in areas other than those speci¬ 
fied in paragraph (a) of this section 
will be prescribed by the said Area Engi¬ 
neer. In the event projections are left 
above these depths, the responsible party 
shall, upon 10 days’ notice by the said 
Area Engineer, lower and level the ma¬ 
terials so left to the depth stated at his 
own expense and within the time stipu¬ 
lated by the said Area Engineer, and 
failure to do so shall constitute a viola¬ 
tion of this section. 

3. Pursuant to the provisions of Sec¬ 
tion 4 of the River and Harbor Act of 
March 3, 1905 (40 Stat. 1147; 33 U.S.C. 
419), § 207.400 is hereby amended revis¬ 
ing the title and revoking paragraph (c), 
as follows: 

§ 207.400 Duluth-Superior Harbor, 
Minn., and Wis.; use, administration, 
and navigation, and bridge regula¬ 
tions. 

* ♦ * * 4e 

(c) Dumping regulation. [Revoked] 

[Regs., October 3, 1960, 285/91 (Lake 

Superior, Minn, and Wis.)—ENGCW-O] 
(Sec. 4, 40 Stat. 1147; 33 U.S.C. 419) 

R. V. Lee, 

Major General, U.S. Army, 

The Adjutant General. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9664; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:45 a.m.] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter III—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER C—AIRCRAFT REGULATIONS 

[Reg. Docket No. 536; Arndt. 210] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Hamilton Standard 34E60 Propellers 

As a result of Hamilton Standard 
34E60 propeller dome cap inspections re¬ 
quired by Amendmient 201 (25 P.R. 9140), 
a third cap fracture was found. Based 
on progression rate of new cracks that 
may develop, it has been determined that 


reinspections of the caps must continue 
at 350-hour intervals until new dome 
caps are made available by the manu¬ 
facturer and installed. Therefore, 
Amendment 201 is being amended to 
include the additional reinspection re¬ 
quirement. 

In the interest of safety, notice and 
public procedure hereon are impracti¬ 
cable and contrary to the public interest 
and good cause exists for making this 
amendment effective on the date of pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 P.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) (14 CFR Part 507), is 

amended as follows: 

Amendment 201, Hamilton Standard 
34E60 propellers (25 P.R. 9140) is 
amended by adding the following para¬ 
graph : 

(e) Dome caps must be reexamined by 
means of dye penetrant or magnetic particle 
inspection within the next 350 hours’ time in 
service after the last dye penetrant or mag¬ 
netic particle inspection made in accordance 
with paragraphs (a) or (b). This inspection 
must be repeated at intervals not to exceed 
350 hours’ time in service until new design- 
strengthened dome caps, P/N 565334, have 
been installed. (Hamilton Standard tele¬ 
gram to all operators dated September 16, 
1960, covers this same subject.) 

This amendment shall become effective 
October 15,1960. 

(Sec. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 
12,1960. 

George C. Prill, 

Acting Director, 
Bureau of Flight Standards. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9693; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER E—AIR NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-227] 

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF 
FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

Modification 

The purpose of this amendment to 
§ 600.6100 of the regulations of the Ad¬ 
ministrator is to modify VOR Federal 
airway No. 100, by deleting all reference 
to the Savanna, Ill., Restricted Area 
(R-498). 

The present description of Victor 100 
contains an exclusion of the airspace 
below 1,900 feet MSL overlapping Re¬ 
stricted Area R-498. This exclusion of 
R-498 is erroneous as this restricted area 
does not coincide with any portion of 
Victor 100. 

Since this amendment is editorial and 
imposes no additional burden on any 
person, compliance with the notice, pub¬ 
lic procedure, and effective date require¬ 
ments of section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act is unnecessary and it may 
be made effective immediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
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me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530), 
the following action is taken: 

1. In the text of § 600.6100 (14 CFR 
600.6100, 25 F.R. 859) “The portion of 
this airway below 1,900 feet above mean 
sea level which overlaps the Savanna Re¬ 
stricted Area (R-498) is excluded.’* is 
deleted. 

This amendment shall become effective 
upon the date of publication in the 
Federal Register. 

(Sec. 307(a). 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 
10, 1960. 

D. D. Thomas, 
Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management, 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9669: Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-158] 

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF 
FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification of Federal Airway and 
Associated Control Areas, and Des¬ 
ignation of Reporting Points 

On July 26, 1960, a Notice of Proposed 
.Rule Making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (25 F.R. 7078) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Agency proposed to 
extend VOR Federal airway No. 440 and 
its associated control areas from 
Whittier, Alaska, intersection to Yakutat, 
Alaska, and designate two new reporting 
points. 

Since this action involves the designa¬ 
tion of navigable airspace outside of the 
United States, the Administrator has 
consulted v/ith the Secretary of State 
and the Secretary of Defense, and in 
accordance with the provision of Execu¬ 
tive Order 10854, has obtained their con¬ 
currence thereto. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendments. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530), 
the following actions are taken: 

1. Section 600.6440 (14 CFR 600.6440) 
is amended to read: 

§ 600.6440 VOR Federal airway No. 440 
(Yakutat, Alaska, to Skwentna, 
Alaska). 

From the Yakutat, Alaska, VOR via 
the Middleton Island, Alaska, VOR; INT 
of the Hinchinbrook, Alaska, RR NW 
course with the Anchorage VOR 118® 
True radial; Anchorage, Alaska, VOR to 

No. 202-2 


the Skwentna, Alaska, RR, excluding the 
portion below 2000 feet MSL outside the 
United States. 

§ 601.6440 [Amendment] 

2. In the caption of § 601.6440 (14 CFR 

601.6440) ** (Whittier, Alaska, to 

Skwentna, Alaska)*" is deleted and 

(Yakutat, Alaska, to Skwentna, 
Alaska)** is substituted therefor. 

§ 601.7001 [Amendment] 

3. In the text of § 601.7001 (14 CFR 
601.7001), the following are added: 

Middleton Island, Alaska, VOR. 

Yakutat, Alaska, VOR. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. December 15,1960. 

(Sec. 307(a), 1110, 72 Stat. 749, 800; 49 U.S.C. 
1348, 1510, and Executive Order 10854, 24 
F.R. 9565) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 10,1960. 

D. D. Thomas, 
Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management, 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9670; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-181] 

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF 
FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

PART 602—ESTABLISHMENT OF 
CODED JET ROUTES AND NAVI¬ 
GATIONAL AIDS IN THE CON¬ 
TINENTAL CONTROL AREA 

Modification of Coded Jet Route, Fed¬ 
eral Airway and Reporting Points 

On July 19, 1960, a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (25 F.R. 6852) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Agency proposed to 
realign L/MF jet route No. 37 between 
Biloxi, Miss., and Atlanta, Ga. 

Although not mentioned in the Notice, 
the Biloxi (Keesler AFB) radio range is 
being converted to a nondirectional 
radio beacon. Action is taken herein to 
reflect this change in the description 
of J-37-L, Red Federal airway No. 
30 (§ 600.230) and designated re¬ 

porting points associated with Red 30 
(§ 601.4230). The assignment or reas¬ 
signment of airspace is not affected by 
these changes. 

No adverse comments vrere received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 
4530), and for the reasons stated above 
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and in the Notice, the following actions 
are taken: 

1. In the text of § 602.137 (25 F.R. 
7783) “From the Biloxi, Miss., (Keesler 
AFB) RR via the Montgomery, Ala., 
(Maxwell AFB), RR;” is deleted and 
“From the Biloxi, Miss., (Keesler AFB) 
RBN via the Mt. Meigs, Ala., RBN;” is 
substituted therefor. 

2. In the text of § 600.230 (14 CFR 
600.230) “via the intersection of the east 
course of the New Orleans radio range 
and the southwest course of the Keesler 
AFB, Biloxi, Miss., radio range;” is de¬ 
leted and “via the INT of the E course 
of the New Orleans RR and a line bear¬ 
ing 216® True from the Keesler AFB, 
Biloxi, Miss., RBN;” is substituted there¬ 
for. 

3. In the text of § 601.4230 (14 CFR 
601.4230; 25 F.R. 7489, 8945) “the inter¬ 
section of the east course of the New 
Orleans, La., radio range and the south¬ 
west course of the Keesler AFB, Biloxi, 
Miss., radio range;” is deleted and “the 
INT of the E course of the New Orleans, 
La., RR and a line bearing 216® True 
from the Keesler AFB, Biloxi, Miss., 
RBN;” is substituted therefor. 

These amendments shall become ef- 
fecUve 0001 e.s.t. December 15. 1960. 
(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 10, 1960. 

D. D. Thomas, 
Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management, 

[FJR. Doc. 60-9665; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:45 am.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-FW-29] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE 
SEGMENTS 

Modification of Control Zone 

On June 18, 1960, a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (25 F.R. 5540) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Agency was con¬ 
sidering an amendment to § 601.2039 of 
the regulations of the Administrator 
which would modify the Tulsa, Okla., 
control zone. 

As stated in the Notice, the Tulsa con¬ 
trol zone is presently designated within a 
5-mile radius of the Tulsa Municipal 
Airport; within 2 miles either side of the 
northeast course of the Tulsa radio range 
extending to a point 12 miles northeast 
of the radio range; within 2 miles either 
side of the north course of the Tulsa 
ILS locahzer extending to a point 12 
miles north of the Owasso, Okla., radio 
beacon; and within 2 miles either side 
of the 088® and 268° True radials of the 
Tulsa VORTAC extending to a point 12 
miles east of the VORTAC. It was fur¬ 
ther stated in the Notice that the Federal 
Aviation Agency was considering modi¬ 
fying this control zone by reducing the 
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length of the north and east extensions. 
The prescribed instrument approach 
procedures based on the Owasso radio 
beacon and the Tulsa VORTAC have 
been revised so that the extension north 
of the Owasso radio beacon and east of 
the Tulsa VORTAC are no longer re¬ 
quired. In addition, it was proposed to 
designate a control zone extension within 
2 miles either side of the ILS localizer 
south course extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to the ILS outer marker. 
This modification would provide protec¬ 
tion for aircraft conducting prescribed 
instrument approaches to the Tulsa Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport. 

The Manager of the Tulsa Municipal 
Airport suggested, in the interest of pri¬ 
vate flying in the area, that the proposed 
south extension be modifled in a manner 
so as not to interfere with the normal 
procedures at the Brown Airport which 
is located in proximity to the Tulsa ILS 
outer marker. The Federal Aviation 
Agency has contacted the management 
of the Brown Airport regarding this mat¬ 
ter. Although the control zone will in¬ 
fringe upon the Brown Airport traffic 
pattern, the airport is located outside 
of the control zone. On receiving assur¬ 
ance that the airport is outside of the 
proposed zone. Brown Airport interests 
voiced no further objections. Therefore, 
the control zone is being designated 
herein as proposed in the Notice. 

No other adverse comments were re¬ 
ceived regarding the proposed amend¬ 
ment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530) 
and for the reasons stated in the Notice, 
§ 601.2039 (14 CFR 601.2039) is amended 
to read: 

§ 601.2039 Tulsa, Okla., control zone. 

Within a 5-mile radius of the Tulsa 
Municipal Airport (latitude 36‘’12'01" 
N., longitude 95‘’53'15" W.); within 2 
miles either side of the ILS localizer N 
course extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to the Owasso, Okla., RBN; within 
2 miles either side of the NE course of 
the Tulsa RR, extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 12 miles NE of the RR; 
within 2 miles either side of the Tulsa 
VORTAC 268° True radial, extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to the 
VORTAC; and within 2 miles either side 
of the ILS localizer S course, extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to the ILS 
OM. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., December 15,1960. 

(See. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 10, 1960. 

D. D. Thomas, 
Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management. 

[FH, Doc. 60-9666; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:45 a.in.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 60-KC-27] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification of Control Zone 

On August 6,1960, a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making was published in the 
Federal Register (25 F.R. 7467) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to modify the Belleville, Ill., con¬ 
trol zone. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the rule herein adopted, and due 
consideration has been given to all rele¬ 
vant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530) 
and for the reasons stated in the Notice, 
§ 601.2095 (14 CFR 601.2095) is amended 
to read: 

§ 601.2095 Belleville, Ill., control zone. 

Within a 5-mile radius of Scott Air 
Force Base, Belleville, Ill. (latitude 38°32' 
32" N., longitude 89“51'30" W.), and 
within 2 miles either side of the 317'* True 
bearing from the Belleville RBN extend¬ 
ing from the 5-mile radius zone to the 
RBN. 

This amendment shall become effective 
0001 e.s.t. December 15, 1960. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 
10, 1960. 

D. D. Thomas, 
Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9667; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:46 a.m.] 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-LA-16] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL . CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification of Control Zone 

On June 18, 1960, a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (25 F.R. 5542) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Agency was consid¬ 
ering an amendment to § 601.2445 of the 
Regulations of the Administrator which 
would modify the Beale, Calif., control 
zone. 

As stated in the Notice, the Beale con¬ 
trol zone is designated within a 5-mile 
radius of a point centered at latitude 
39°07'55" N., longitude 121°26'06" W., 
on Beale Air Force Base, Calif. The 
Federal Aviation Agency proposed to re¬ 
designate this control zone within a 5- 
mile radius of Beale AFB and within 2 
miles west of and 3 miles east of the 162° 
True radial of the Beale AFB TVOR, ex¬ 


tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
the TVOR. Subsequent to publication of 
the Notice, the Department of the Air 
Force advised they were revising the 
TACAN approach procedures so that it 
is not necessary for the control zone ex¬ 
tension to include an area three miles 
east of the 162° True radial of the Beale 
AFB TVOR. Therefore, the Federal 
Aviation Agency is modifying the Beale 
control zone so that it will be designated 
within a 5-mile radius of Beale AFB and 
within two miles either side of the 162° 
True radial of the Beale AFB TVOR, ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
the Beale TVOR. 

The Aircraft Owners and Pilots Asso¬ 
ciation suggested that the control zone 
extension to the north be eliminated. 
They suggested a procedure whereby 
approaching aircraft could maintain 
1,500 feet MSL until crossing the 057°, 
056° or 055° radials of the Williams, 
Calif., VORTAC, then descend to the 
landing runway thereby permitting de¬ 
scent within a 5-mile radius control 
zone. The Federal Aviation Agency is 
of the opinion that the suggested ap¬ 
proach procedure is impracticable be¬ 
cause dual omni equipment would be 
required for cross-checking radials on 
such an approach and the majority of 
aircraft involved are not so equipped. 
Therefore, the Federal Aviation Agency 
considers the extension to the north from 
the 5-mile zone to the TVOR necessary 
for the protection of aircraft maneuver¬ 
ing below 1,000 feet above the terrain, 
and is redesignating the Beale control 
zone as proposed with the exception of 
the control zone extension which will 
be within 2 miles either side of the 162° 
True radial of the Beale TVOR extend¬ 
ing from the 5-mile radius zone to the 
Beale TVOR. 

No other adverse comments were 
received regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530) 
and for the reasons stated in the Notice, 

§ 601.2445 (14 CFR 601.2445) is amended 
to read: 

§ 601.2445 Beale, Calif., control zone. 

Within a 5-mile radius of Beale Air 
Force Base (latitude 39°08'10" N., longi¬ 
tude 121°26'05" W.), and within 2 miles 
either side of the 162° True radial of 
the Beale AFB TVOR extending from 
the 5-mile radius zone to the TVOR. 

This amendment shall become effective 
0001 e.s.t., December 15, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 10, 1960. 

D. D. Thomas, 
Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9668; Filed, Oct. 14, i960; 

8:46 a.m.] 
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[Reg. Docket No. 525; Arndt. 189] 

PART 609—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 


Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendments to standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are being adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The revised procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classi¬ 
fication now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the revised procedures specify the 
complete procedure and indicate the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice, procedure and effective date provisions of section 4 of the Administrative Procedm’e Act would be contrary 
to the public interest and is therefore not required. 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 609 is amended as follows: 

1. The low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in § 609.100(a) are amended to read in part: 

LFR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engIne or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
. 65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 





T-d. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 





C-d. 

600-1 

600-1 

600- 





A-d. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side of NE ers, 011® Outbnd, 191° Inbnd, 1200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 700'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 166°—0.3. , , ^ ox 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.3 mile, turn left and chmb to 1500' on SE crs (094'’) 
Middleton Island LFR within 20 miles. 


City, Middleton Island; State, Alaska; Airport Name, Middleton Island; Elev., 70'; Fac. Class., SBRAZ; Ident., MQ; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 9 Aug. 68 


2. The automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 609.100(b) are amended to read in part: 


ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. , . x i 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above typ)e is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum'altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility miniraumi 

3 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engIne, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

BridjrAwfitPr Int 

TVTnnrPvillft Tnt.*^ 

Direct_ 

2000 

T-dn.... 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

MnnrAvillp Tnt** 

T.OM (Final) . __ 

Direct_ 

1500 

C-dn.._.. 

400-1 

600-1 

500-U4 

Dfitroit T»FR _ 

LOM. 

Direct.. 

2000 

S-dn-5R and L. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

RftlAm VOR 

T.OM _ 

Direct__ 

2000 

A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 

. 800-2 

Milnn Int. ___ 

T.OM _ _ __ 

Direct_ 

2000 





Briflgfi'^i’atf^r VIIF Inf 

LOM. 

Direct_ 

2000 





*EYpff><!'5 Tnt 

T.OM _ 

Direct_ 

2000 














Radar transitions to final approach crs authorized. Aircraft wUl be released without procedure turn when inbound on final approach crs at least 3 miles before reaching 
LOM. 

Procedure turn West side of crs, 230° Outbnd, 050° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1500'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 050°—5.0 mi. , t i 4 nennf 4 ^ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.0 miles of LOM, make left turn climb to 2^ M 
Salem VOR on R-170 or, when directed by ATC, (1) Climb to 2700' on back course ILS to Midcraft Int or, (2) Make right turn and climb to 2300', proceed direct to RML LFR. 
*Int of V133 and V90 (QO VOR R-264 and SVM VOR R-143). 

•*Int of 050° brng to LOM and CRL-VOR R-290. 


City, Detroit; State. Mich.; Airport Name, WiUow Run; Elev., 716'-, Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., YI; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 12; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60; Sup. Arndt. No. 11; 

Dated, 6 Feb. 60 


PIA VOR 

T.OM _ 

Direct_ 

2400 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

Pekin Tnt* 

T.mVT _ 

Direct_ 

2400 

C-dn. 

400-1 

600-1 

500-Ui 

WaahinjTtnn Tnt** 

T.OAT 

Direct_ 

2400 

S-dn-30. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn... 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn East side of crs, 123° Outbnd, 303° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final^approach crs, 2000'. 

' If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.3 miles, climb to 2400'on the 303® crs of PI LOM 
within 20 miles. 

•Pekin Int: Int R-166 PIA-VOR and R-244 PNT-VOR. 

••Washington Int: Int R-155 BDF-VOR and R-076 PIA VOR. 

City, Peoria; State, Ill.; Airport Name, Greater Peoria; Elev., 659'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., PI; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60 
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3. The very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.100(c) are amended to read In part: 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 

miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. . ____ 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the followmg instrument approach procedine, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ageimy. toltial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum ^titudes sh^ correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth helow. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2 -cngihe or less 

More than 
2 -engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

All dir^^t^^^s 

PQT VHP 

Direct_ 

MEA 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 






C-dn... 

600-1 

600-1 






S-dn. 

NA 

NA 






A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 



Procedure turn S side of crs, 230° Outbnd, 050° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1900'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 050°—6.5 mi. ^ 1 14 . i- v * -orkT 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minlmums or if landing not accomplished within 6.5 miles, make a right climbing turn to the rtil- 
VOR at 2500'. Hold SW, one minute pattern, right turns. 

Caution: 825' antenna within 1 mile NW of airport. 


City. Caribou; State. Maina; Airport Name, Caribou Mimicipal; Elev., 623'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., PQI; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60; Sup. Arndt. 

No. Orig.; Dated, 27 Aug. 00 






T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 





C-dn—. 

400-1 

600-1 

500-H4 





S-dn-36. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 


Procedure turn East side of crs, 168° Outbnd, 348° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1500'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 348°—5.4 mi. , , ^ 1 • 1 , 4 . * n v 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.4 miles of DEC-VOR, make right turn, climo 
to 2000' direct to DEC-VOR. 

Note: Weather not available to general public. 


City, Decatur; State, Ill.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 679'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., DEC; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 6 Nov. 60 


All directi^''^s 

ATT.T-VnP _ 

Direct.— 

MEA 

T-dn. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





C-dn. 

700-1 

700-1 

700-lH 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn East side of crs, 135° Outbnd, 315° Inbnd, 1600' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over the,facility on final approach crs, 1100'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 315°—7.8 mi. ^ ^ * * 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 7.8 miles, make right climbing turn and return to 
MLT-VOR at 1600'. Hold on R-137 within 10 miles of MLT-VOR. 

Caution: 600' smoke stacks 0.3 mi WSW of airport. 


City, Millinocket; State, Maine; Airport Name, Millinocket Municipal; Elev., 408'; Fac. Class., I^BVOR; Ident., MLT; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 

60; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 20 Aug. 60 


All (lir()ntions ____ 

PflR-VOR 

Direct_ 

MEA 

T-d. 

300-1 

300-1 

200 -^ 





C-d.. 

800-lH 

800-lK 

800-2 





S-d. 

NA 

NA 

NA 





A-d. 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 


Procedure turn South side of crs, 252° Outbnd, 072° Inbnd, 2300' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1100'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 072°—10.7 ml. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.0 miles, 
miles of BQR-VOR. 

Note: Distance from point of visual contact to airport, 4.6 ml 


climb to 2600' on R-078 within 20 


City, Old Town; State, Maine; Airport Name, Old Town Municipal; Elev., 126'; Fac. Class., VBOR; Ident., BOR; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1 ; Eff. Date, 6 Nov. 60; Sup. 

Admt. No. Orig.; Dated, 20 Aug. 60 






T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200 -H 





C-dn. 

600-1 

600-1 

500-VA 





S-dn-15. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn#. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


•Procedure turn East side of crs, 309° Outbnd, 169° Inbnd, 2100' within 10 mi. Beyond 10 mi NA. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1600'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 159°—3.1 ml. 

If visual contact not cAtabllshcd uix)n descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished turn right, climb to 2000' on R-187 TPL-VOR within 20 mi. 
^Alternate use authorized for air carriers only. No public weather service or communications available. 

•All maneuvering must be completed on the East side of final approach course due to reduction of buffer area by proximity of R-219. 


City, Temple; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Draughton-Miller; Elev., 698'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., TPL; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 6 Nov. 60 
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4. The terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.200 are amended to read in part: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as sot forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Bradley Int__ 

CLT VORTAC 


2900 

2100 

2200 

2900 

2900 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-1^ 
500-1H 
400-1 
800-2 

Waddington Tnt 

CLT VORTAC 

Direct 

C-dn# 

Bethany Int_ 

CLT VORTAC... 

Direct 

R-dn-.'i# 

Waco Int_-_ 

CLT VORTAC. 

Direct _ _ 

A_dn:|t 

Rfanlfty Trif. 

CT.T VORTAC 

Direct 






Procedure turn North side of ers, 225° Outbnd, 045° Inbnd, 1900' within 10 mi of *Lake Int. 

Minimum altitude over *Lake Int on final approach ers, #1700'. 

Crs and distance, *Lake Int to airport, 045°—4.6 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.6 mi of Lake Int, climb to 2300' on R-045 within 
20 mi or, when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 3000' on FML-VOR R-007 to Mt. Holly Int or turn right, climb to 2100' and proceed to FML-VOR via R-007. 

♦Lake Int: Int R-225 CLT VORTAC and brng 315° to CL LOM or R-345 FML-VOR. 

#If Lake Int not identified on final approach, descent below 1700' msl not authorized. 

City, Charlotte; State, N.C.; Airport Name, Douglas Municipal; Elev., 748'; Fac. Class., L-VORTACW; Ident., CLT; Procedure No. TerVOR-5, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 

5 Nov. 60 


lA LFR ..-. 

VOR 

Direct_ 

7000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 





C-dn. 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1>4 





S-dn-2. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side crs, 205° Outbnd, 025° Inbnd, 6000' within 10 miles. Nonstandard due to high terrain East. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 5200'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to Rnwy 2, 020°—1.0 ml. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, climb to 6500' on R-012 within 20 miles or, 
when directed by ATC, a climbing left turn, return to VOR and climb to 7000' on R-196 within 20 miles. 

City, Idaho Falls; State, Idaho; Airport Name, Fanning Field; Elev., 4731'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., IDA; Procedure No. TerVOR-2, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 6 Nov. 60 


lA LFR .-.- 

VOR... 

Direct 

7000 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 

Rigby Int* _---i_-_ 

T.FR/Z (Final) . 

Direct 

6400 

Cwln 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1H 

Pt, Ant-hnny Tnt** 

VOR 

Direct 

8000 

S-dn-20. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 012° Outbnd, 192° Inbnd, 6500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over LFR/Z on final approach crs, 5400'; over VOR, 5200'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to Rnwy 20, 200°—0.5 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, climb to 7000' on R-190 of VOR within 20 
miles or, when directed by ATC, a climbing right turn, return to VOR and climb to 6500' on R-012 within 20 miles. 

♦Rigby Int: Int R-012 IDA-VOR and R-137 DBS-VOR. 

•♦St. Anthony Intrlnt R-012 IDA-VOR and R-082 DBS-VOR. 

City, Idaho Falls; State, Idaho; Airport Name, Fanning Field; Elev., 4731'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., IDA; Procedure No. TcrVOR-20, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60 

5. The instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 609.400 are amended to read in part: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, course? and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes arc in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities wdiich are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport. It shall be in accordance with the following instrument approacli procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized bytheAdministratoroftheFcderal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2 -enginc or less 

More than 
2 -engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Davtnn VOR _ _ _ 

T.OM _ _ 

Direct. 

2200 

2500 

2200 

3000 

2200 

T-dn. 

300-1 

400-1 

200 -3^ 

600-2 

300-1 

500-1 

200 -3^ 

600-2 

200 -H 

600-134 

200-34 

600-2 

Wright-Patterson LFR .. 

TDM _ _ 

Direct. __ . 

C-dn. 

W crs Columbus LFR and ILS NE crs___. 
Ijiherty Tnt 

TDM 

Direct_ 

S-dn-6*. 

TDM 

Direct .. . 

A-dn.. 

West Alexandria Int#__ __ 

TDM (Final) _ 

Direct_ 






Procedure turn W side SW crs, 236° Outbnd, 056° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude at Q.S. interception inbnd, 2200'. 

Altitude of G.S. and distance to appr. end of Rnwy at OM, 2120'—3.7 mi; at MM, 1220'—0.6 ml. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished climb to 2300' on 360° crs from Tipp City RBn within 10 miles. 
♦400-% required with glide slope inoperative. 

#Int W crs Wright-Patterson LFR and SW crs ILS. 

City, Dayton; State, Ohio; Airport Name, Dayton Municipal; Elev., 1008'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-DAY; Procedure No. ILS-6, Arndt. 15; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 14; Dated, 7 May 60 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2 -engine or less 

More than 
2 -engtne, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Detroit LFR_ 

LOM _ _ _ 

Direct_ 

2300 

T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 

200 -H 

Salem VOR_ 

LOM 

Dirfiot. 

2300 

C-dn —. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-lH 

Milan Int___ 

LOM fFinnL 

Direot 

2300 

S-dn-5R. 

200 -K 

■ 200-H 

200 -H 

Hridpfiwatftr VHF Tut _ 

LOM 

Dirfto.t 

. 2300 

S-dn-5L _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

EyprAas Tnt.** 

LOM 

Direct_ 

2300 

A-dn . 

600-2 

60G-2 

600-2 

Rridpp.wf^t.fir Tnt . _ 

Mooreville Int*** (Final)_ 

DirfiPf; 

2300 














Radar transitions to final approach crs authorized. Aircraft will be released w ithout procedure turn when inbound on final approach crs at least 3 mi before reaching LOM. 
Procedure turn W side of crs, 230° Outbnd, 050° Inbnd, 2300' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude of Q.S. int inbnd, 2300'. 

Altitude of O.S. and distance to approach end of rny at OM, 2251'—5.0 mi; at MM, 932'—0.5 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished make left turn climb to 2500' to Salem VOR on R-170 or, when 
directed by ATC, (1) Climb to 2700' on back course ILS to Midcraft Int, or (2) Make right turn and climb to 2300', proceed direct to RML LFR. 

♦Runway visual range g60(y also authorized for takeoff and landing on Rnwy 6R: Provided, that all components of the ILS, liigh intensity runway lights, approach lights, 
condenser discharge flashers, middle and outer compass locators and all related airborne equipment are in satisfactory operating condition. Descent below 916' MSL shall not 
be made unless visual contact with the approach lights has been established or the aircraft is clear of clouds. 

**Int V133 and V90 (QO VOR R-264 and SVM VOR R-143). 

♦♦♦Int CRL-VOR R-290 and SW crs YIP ILS. 

City, Detroit; State, Mich.; Airport Name, Willow Run; Elev., 716'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident^ I-YIP; Procedure No. ILS-5R&L, Arndt. 12; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 11; Dated, 6 Feb. 60 


PTA VOR 

Oftk Hill Tnt* 

Dirfipt, 

2200 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-14 





C-dn... 

400-1 

500-1 

500-114 





S-dn-12. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn South side of NW crs PIA ILS, 303° Outbnd, 123° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 mi of Oak Hill Int^. 

Minimum altitude over Oak Hill Int* on final approach crs, 2200'. 

Crs and distance. Oak Hill Int* to airport, 123°—6.5 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.5 miles after passing Oak Hill Int, climb to 2400' 
on the SE crs of the PIA ILS or, when directed by ATC, climb to 2400' on SE crs of PIA ILS, turn right (south) and proceed to PIA VOR. 

Note: Procedure approved for dual omni equipped aircraft only. (Back Course Approach.) 

♦Oak Hill Int: Int NW crs PIA ILS and R-333 PIA VOR. 

City, Peoria; State, lU.; Airport Name, Greater Peoria; Elev., 659'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-PIA; Procedure No. ILS-12, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60 


PIA VOR .. 

T.OM _ 

Dirfirt . _ . . 

2400 

2400 

2400 

T-dn_. 

300-1. 
400-1 
200-J4 
600-2 

300-1 

500-1 

200-M 

600-2 

Pptin Tnt* _ _ 

T.OM 

Dirppt __ 

C-dn _ . 

Wa.sl’i’igt^Ti Tnt** .- 

T.OM 

DirfiP-t 

R-dn-.<tn 




A-dn__. 



200-H 
500-1H 
200-H 
600-2 


Procedure turn East side of SE crs, 123° Outbnd, 303° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 2400'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to appr. end of Rnwy-30 at LOM; 2332'—5.3 mi; at LMM, 883'—0.57 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished climb to 2400' on the N W crs of PIA ILS within 20 mi. 
♦Pekin Int: Int R-166 PIA VOR and R-244 PNT VOR. 

♦♦Washington Int: Int R-155 BDF VOR and R-076 PIA VOR. 

City, Peoria; State, Ill.; Airport Name, Greater Peoria; Elev., 659'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-PIA; Procedure No. ILS-30, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60 


Int E crs Wilkes-Barre-Scranton LFR and 

CYE*RBn 

Direct_ 

3500 

T-dn#. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

SW crs ILS. 

Wilkps-Rarrfi-Spranton TiFR 

CYE* RBn 

Direct_ 

3500 

C-d. 

C-n 

900-1)4 

1300-2 

1000-1)4 

1300-2 

1000-2 

1300-2 

'Thornhurst VOR_:___ 

CYE* RBn 

Direct_ 

3500 

S_fJn-4** 

600-1)4 

1200-2 

1600-3 

600-lH 

1200-2 

1600-3 

600-114 

1200-2 

1600-3 




A-d. 

A-n._■_ 


Procedure turn %W side SW crs, 223° Outbnd, 043° Inbnd, 3500' within 10 mi of Crystal Lake RBn. 

Minimum altitude at G.S. int inbnd final, 3500' over Crystal Lake RBn. 

Altitude of G.S. and distance to appr. end of Rnwy at CYE* RBn, 3500'—8.5 mi; at OM, 2250'—3.9 mi; at MM, 1180'—0.6. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished climb to 3500' on a crs of 043° from the LMM and then 
proceed to the Wilkes-Barre VOR at 3500' or, when directed by ATC, make a climbing left turn and climb to 4000' on SW crs Wilkes-Barre LFR. 

Note: High terrain to E, SE and S of airport within 2.5 miles. 

Air Carrier Note: Provisions for reduced visibility not authorized at night or with day minimums below 1 mile for 65 knots or less aircraft and IH miles for more 
than 65 knots aircraft. 

#Takeoff minimums for Runways 10 and 16: Day—600-2, Night—800-2. 

Crystal Lake RBn—This approach is authorized only when Crystal Lake Radio Beacon and all components of the ILS system are operating. 

%Procedure turn nonstandard to provide separation from approaches to Hazelton, Pa. 

♦♦If G.S. not utilized, straight-in minimums to Rnwy 4 will be 800-1—65 knots or less, 800-lJ^—more than 65 knots. After passing CYE RBn, if OM not received do 
not descend below 2600'. 


City, Wilkes-Barre; State, Pa.; Airport Name, Wilkes-Barrc-Scranton; Elev., 956'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., lAVP; Procedure No. ILS-4, Arndt. 10; Eff. Date, 5 Nov. 60; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 9; Dated, 10 Sept.^60 

These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 313(a), 307(c), 72 Stat. 752, 749; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1348(c)) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 3, 1960. 


[P.R. Doc. 60-9382; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 


George C. Prill, 

Acting Director, Bureau of Flight Standards. 

8:45 a.m.] 
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Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

[Docket 7837 c.o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Byer-Rolnick Hat Corp. 

Subpart—Discriminating in price un¬ 
der Sec. 2, Clayton Act—Price discrimin¬ 
ation under 2(a): § 13.725 Cumulative 
quantity discounts and schedules; 
§ 13.755 Pooling orders of chain stores 
and buying groups. 

(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 2, 49 Stat. 1527; 15 U.S.C. 13) 
[Cease and desist order, Byer-Rolnlck Hat 
Corporation, Garland, Tex., Docket 7837, 
August 18, 1960J 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging the third largest 
hat manufacturer in the industry, with 
main office and manufacturing facilities 
in Texas, with discriminating in price 
between competing purchasers in vio¬ 
lation of section 2(a) of the Clayton Act 
by means of annual cumulative quantity 
discounts ranging from one to five per¬ 
cent which penalized smaller buyers un¬ 
able to reach the volume required and 
which had increased competitive effect 
in that chain or multiple-store pur¬ 
chasers v/ere permitted to combine the 
purchase volumes of their various outlets 
so as to qualify for the higher discount 
allowed on the aggregate total. 

Accepting a consent agreement, the 
hearing examiner made his initial deci¬ 
sion and order to cease and desist which 
became on August 18 the decision of the 
Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Byer- 
Rolnick Hat Corporation, a corporation, 
and its officers, representatives, agents 
and employees, directly or through any 
corporate or other device, in or in con¬ 
nection with the sale of hats or related 
items in commerce, as “commerce" is 
defined in the Clayton Act, do forthwith 
cease and desist from discriminating, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly, in the price of any 
such products of like grade and quality 
by selling to any one purchaser at net 
prices higher than the net prices charged 
to any other purchaser who, in fact, 
competes with the purchaser paying the 
higher price in the resale and distribu¬ 
tion of respondent’s products. 

It is further ordered. That the allega¬ 
tion in the complaint to substantially 
lessen competition or tend to create a 
monopoly in the line of commerce in 
which respondent is engaged, or to in¬ 
jure, destroy or prevent competition with 
said respondent, be dismissed. 

By “Decision of the Commission", etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent herein 
shall, within sixty (60) days after service 
upon it of tills order, file with the Com¬ 


mission a report in writing setting forth 
in detail the manner and form in which 
it has complied with the order to cease 
and desist. 

:^sued: August 18,1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9671; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 

[Docket 7742 c.o.J 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Hayward-Schuster Woolen Mills, Inc., 
et al. 

Subpart—^Misbranding or mislabeling: 

§ 13.1185 Composition: § 13.1185-90 Wool 
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1212 Formal 
regulatory and statutory requirements: 
§ 13.1212-90 Wool Products Labeling Act, 
Subpart—Neglecting, unfairly or decep¬ 
tively, to make material disclosure: 

§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu- 
tory requirements: § 13.1852-80 Wool 
Products Labeling Act. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 
secs. 2-5, 54 Stat. 1128-1130; 15 U.S.C. 45, 68) 
[Cease and desist order, Hayward-Schuster 
Woolen Mills, Inc. (East Douglas, Mass.), 
et al.. Docket 7742, August 25, 1960] 

In the Matter of Hayward-Schuster 
Woolen Mills, Inc., a Corporation, and 
Winfield Schuster, Robert J. Frost, 
and Bayliss Aldrich, Individually and 
as Officers of Said Corporation, and 
Schuster Woolens, Inc., a Corporation 

The complaint in this case charged a 
manufacturer of wool fabrics and its 
corporate sales agent, in East Douglas, 
Mass., and New York City, respectively, 
with violating the Wool Products Label¬ 
ing Act by such practices as labeling as 
“25 percent camel hair, 75 percent wool" 
and “15 percent camel hair and 85 per¬ 
cent wool", fabrics which contained sub¬ 
stantially less than the stated amount 
of camel hair fibers, and by failing to 
label certain of such fabrics as required. 

Accepting a consent agreement, the 
hearing examiner made his initial deci¬ 
sion and order to cease and desist which 
became on August 25 the decision of the 
Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents Hay¬ 
ward-Schuster Woolen'Mills, Inc., a cor¬ 
poration, and its officers, and Winfield 
Schuster, Robert J. Frost and Bayliss 
Aldrich, individually and as officers of 
said corporation, and respondents’ 
agents, representatives and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the in¬ 
troduction or manufacture for introduc¬ 
tion into commerce, or the offering for 
sale, sale, transportation and distribu¬ 
tion in commerce, as “commerce" is 
defined in the Federal Trade Commission 
Act and the Wool Products Labeling Act 
of 1939, of wool fabrics or other “wool 
products," as such products are defined 
in and subject to the said Wool Products 


Labeling Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from misbranding such products 
by: 

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping, 
tagging, labeling or otherwise identifying 
such products as to the character and 
amount of the constituent fibers included 
therein. 

2. Failing to affix labels to such 
products showing each element of infor¬ 
mation required to be disclosed by section 
4(a) (2) of the Wool Products Labeling 
Act of 1939. 

It is further ordered. That respondent 
Schuster Woolens, Inc., a corporation, 
and its officers, agents, representatives 
and employees, directly or through any 
corporate or other device, in connection 
with the introduction into commerce, or 
the offering for sale, sale, transportation 
and distribution in commerce as “com¬ 
merce" is defined in the Federal 'Trade 
Commission Act and the Wool Products 
Labeling Act of 1939, of wool fabrics or 
other “wool products," as such products 
are defined in and subject to the said 
Wool Products Labeling Act, do forth¬ 
with cease and desist from misbranding 
such products by: 

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping, 
tagging, labeling or otherwise identify¬ 
ing such products as to the character 
and amount of the constituent fibers in¬ 
cluded therein. 

2. Failing to affix labels to such prod¬ 
ucts showing each element of informa¬ 
tion required to be disclosed by section 
4(a) (2) of the Wool Products Labeling 
Act of 1939. 

By “Decision of the Commission", etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered, 'That respondents herein 
shall, within sixty (60) days after serv¬ 
ice upon them of this order, file with the 
Commission a report in writing setting 
forth in detail the manner and form in 
which they have complied with the order 
to cease and desist. 

Issued: August 24, 1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[FB. Doc. 60-9672; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket 7810 c.o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Frank John Miceli, Jr. and Inter¬ 
national Express System 

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.15 Business status, ad¬ 
vantages, or connections: § 13.15-195 
Nature. Subpart—Furnishing means 
and instrumentalities of misrepresenta¬ 
tion or deception: § 13.1055 Furnishing 
means and instrumentalities of misrep¬ 
resentation or deception. Subpart—Se¬ 
curing information by subterfuge: 
§ 13.2168 Securing information by sub¬ 
terfuge. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Frank 
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John Miceli, Jr., doing business as Interna¬ 
tional Express System, etc., Somerville, 
Mass., Docket 7810, August 18, 1960] 

Jn the Matter of Frank John Miceli, Jr., 

an Individual Trading and Doing 

Business as International Express 

System and Information Unlimited 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging an individual in 
Somerville, Mass., with obtaining in¬ 
formation from delinquent debtors 
through subterfuge—specifically, selling 
to creditors “skip tracing’’ forms, which 
carried the letterhead “International 
Express System”, advising the delinquent 
debtor recipient that a prepaid package 
was being held for him and would be 
delivered if the “shipping instructions” 
on an enclosed tag were filled out and 
returned, whereupon he received as the 
“package” promised, an envelope con¬ 
taining a blank sheet of paper. 

Accepting a consent agreement, the 
hearing examiner made his initial de¬ 
cision and order to cease and desist 
which became on August 18 the decision 
of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent. Prank 
John Miceli, Jr., an individual, trading 
and doing business as International Ex¬ 
press System and Information Unlimited, 
or trading and doing business under any 
other name or names, and respondent’s 
representatives, agents and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the 
business of obtaining information con¬ 
cerning delinquent debtors, or the offer¬ 
ing for sale, sale or distribution of forms 
or other materials, for use in obtaining 
information concerning delinquent debt¬ 
ors, or in the collection of, or attempting 
to collect accounts, in commerce, as 
“commerce” is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act, do forthwith 
cease and desist from: 

1. Using the name “International Ex¬ 
press System,” or any other name of 
similar import to designate, describe or 
refer to respondent’s business; or rep¬ 
resenting, directly or by implication, that 
a package is being held for delivery by 
him to persons from whom information 
is requested, unless such is the fact, and 
unless a description of the contents, or 
the value thereof is accurately stated. 

2. Using, or placing in the hands of 
others for use, any forms, questionnaires 
or other materials, printed or written, 
which do not clearly reveal that the 
purpose for which the information is 
requested is that of obtaining informa¬ 
tion concerning delinquent debtors. 

By “Decision of the Commission,” etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent herein 
shall, within sixty (60) days after service 
upon him of this order, file with the 
Commission a report in writing setting 
forth in detail the manner and form in 
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which he has complied with the order to 
cease and desist. 

Issued: August 18, 1960. 

By the Commission. 

* 4^ 

[ SEAL ] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9673; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket 7727 c.o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Northeast Capital Corp. et al. 

Subpart—Combining or conspiring: 
§ 13.425 To enforce or bring about resale 
price maintenance. Subpart—Discrimi¬ 
nating in price imder sec. 2, Clayton 
Act—Price discrimination under 2(a): 
§ 13.736 Group buying organizations; 
§ 13.755 Pooling orders of chain stores 
and buying groups. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Inter¬ 
pret or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
sec. 2, 49 Stat. 1527; 15 U.S.C. 45. 13) [Cease 
and desist order K-D Lamp Company et al., 
Cincinnati, Ohio, Docket 7727, August 12, 
1960] 

In the Matter of Northeast Capital Cor-- 

poration, a Corporation; K-D Lamp 

Company, a Corporation; and Vehicle 

Products Company, a Corporation 

Tliis proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging two associated cor¬ 
porations in Cincinnati, Ohio, with dis¬ 
criminating among their competing 
customers in the prices they charged for 
automotive safety parts and supplies by 
such practices as granting volume dis¬ 
counts to members of group buying as¬ 
sociations on the basis of the total 
volume purchases of all, and selling the 
same quality merchandise under a dif¬ 
ferent trade name to members of the 
National Automotive Parts Association 
at lower prices than to competitors of 
NAPA; and charging one of them with 
conspiring with many of its distributors 
to fix resale prices. 

Accepting a consent agreement, the 
hearing examiner made his initial deci¬ 
sion and order to cease and desist which 
became on August 12 the decision of the 
Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents K-D 
Lamp Company, a corporation, and its 
officers, Vehicle Products Company, a 
corporation, and its officers, and their 
representatives, agents and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the sale 
to the jobber trade for replacement pur¬ 
poses of automotive safety parts and 
supplies in commerce, as “commerce” is 
defined in the Clayton Act, do forthwith 
cease and desist from: Discriminating, 
directly or indirectly, in the price of such 
pi'oducts of like grade and quality by sell¬ 
ing to any one purchaser at net prices 
higher than the net prices charged to any 


other purchaser who, in fact, competes 
with the purchaser paying the higher 
price in the resale or distribution of re¬ 
spondents’ products. 

It is further ordered. That the term 
“purchaser” as used in this order shall 
include any purchaser buying directly or 
indirectly from respondents by means of 
group buying or any related device, but 
shall not be construed in this proceeding 
to include original equipment manufac¬ 
turers purchasing automotive parts from 
respondents for replacement use or sale. 

It is further ordered. That respondent 
K-D Lamp Company, a corporation, and 
its officers, and respondent’s agents, rep¬ 
resentatives and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, in 
connection with the offering for sale and 
distribution of automotive safety parts 
and supplies in commerce, as “com¬ 
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: Entering into, continuing, 
cooperating in, or carrying out any 
planned common course of action, agree¬ 
ment, understanding, combination, or 
conspiracy with distributors of said re¬ 
spondent or others engaged in the resale 
of respondent’s products, or with any 
other third person, whereby the resale 
price of respondent’s products is estab¬ 
lished, fixed, or agreed upon. 

It is further ordered. That the com¬ 
plaint be, and it hereby is, dismissed as 
to respondent Northeast Capital Cor¬ 
poration as a respondent herein. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered, 'That respondents K-D 
Lamp Company, and Vehicle Products 
Company, shall within sixty (60) days 
after service upon them of this order, 
file with the Commision a report in writ¬ 
ing setting forth in detail the manner 
and form in which they have complied 
with the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: August 12,1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9674; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket 7779 c.o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES' 

S. Pollack, Inc., et al. 

Subpart—^Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.15 Business status, ad- 
vantages, or connections: § 13.15-235 
Producer status of dealer or seller: 
§ 13.15-235(6) Furrier;^ § 13.155 Prices: 
§ 13.155-40 Exaggerated as regular and 
customary; § 13.155-45 Fictitious mark¬ 
ing. Subpart—Invoicing products false¬ 
ly: § 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely: 
§ 13.1108-45 Fur Products Labeling Act. 
Subpart—^Misbranding or mislabeling: 


^ New. 
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§ 13.1212 Formal regulatory and statu^ 
tory requirements: § 13.1212-30 Fur 
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1280 Price, 
Subpart—Misrepresenting oneself and 
goods—PRICES: § 13.1805 Exaggerated 
as regular and customary; § 13.1810 Fic- 
titious marking. Subpart—Neglecting, 
unfairly or deceptively, to make ma¬ 
terial disclosure: § 13.1845 Composition: 
§ 13.1845-30 Fur Products Labeling Act; 
§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu¬ 
tory requirements: § 13.1852-35 Fur 
Products Labeling Act. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; sec. 
8. 65 Stat. 179; 15 U.S.C. 45, 69f) [Cease 
and desist order, S. Pollack, Inc., et al., 
Pottsville, Pa., Docket 7779, August 17, 1960] 

In the Matter of S. Pollack, Inc., a Cor¬ 
poration; and Harold S. Pollack and 
Bernard S. Pollack, Individually and 
as Officers of Said Corporation 

This preceding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging furriers in Potts¬ 
ville, Pa., with violating the Pur Prod¬ 
ucts Labeling Act by using fictitious 
prices in advertising and labeling fur 
products; failing to set forth the term 
“Persian Lamb” on labels and invoices 
and the term “Dyed Mouton-processed 
Lamb” on invoices as required; repre¬ 
senting falsely in advertising, by the 
word “Factory” and picturizations, that 
they owned a factory where they manu¬ 
factured and remodeled fur products; 
and failing in other respects to comply 
with provisions of the Act. 

Accepting a consent agreement, the 
hearing examiner made his initial deci¬ 
sion and order to cease and desist which 
became on August 17 the decision of the 
Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That S. Pollack, Inc., a 
corporation, and its officers, and Harold 
S. Pollack and Bernard S. Pollack, indi¬ 
vidually and as officers of said corpora¬ 
tion, and respondents’ representatives, 
agents and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the introduction into 
commerce, or the sale, advertising, or 
offering for sale in commerce, or the 
transportation or distribution in com¬ 
merce of any fur product, or in connec¬ 
tion with the sale, advertising, offering 
for sale, transportation, or distribution 
of any fur product which is made in 
whole or in part of fur which has been 
shipped and received in commerce, as 
“commerce,” “fur” and “fur product” 
are defined in the Fur Products Labeling 
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from: 

1. Misbranding fur products by: 

A. Falsely and deceptively labeling or 
otherwise identifying such products as 
to regular prices thereof by any repre¬ 
sentation that the regular or usual prices 
of such products are any amount in 
excess of the prices at which respondents 
have usually and customarily sold such 
products in the recent regular course of 
business. 

B. Failing to affix labels to fur products 
showing in words and figures plainly 
legible all of the information required to 
be disclosed by each of the subsections 
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of section 4(2) of the F\ir Products 
Labeling Act. 

C. Setting forth on labels affixed to 
fur products: 

'(1) Information required under sec¬ 
tion 4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling 
Act and the rules and regulations pro¬ 
mulgated thereunder in abbreviated 
form. 

(2) Information required under sec¬ 
tion 4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling 
Act and the rules and regulations pro¬ 
mulgated thereunder mingled with non- 
required information. 

(3) Information required under sec¬ 
tion 4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling 
Act and the rules and regulations 
promulgated thereunder in handwriting. 

D. Failing to set forth the term 
“Persian Lamb” in the manner required. 

2. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur 
products by: 

A. Failing to furnish the purchasers 
of fur products an invoice showing all 
of the information required to be dis¬ 
closed by each of the subsections of 
section 5(b)(1) of the Fur Products 
Labeling Act. 

B. Setting forth the name or names of 
any animal or animals other than the 
name or names specified in section 
5(b) (1) (A) of the I*\ir Products Labeling 
Act. 

C. Setting forth information required 
under section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Prod¬ 
ucts Labeling Act and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder in 
abbreviated form. 

D. Failing to set forth the term 
“Persian Lamb” in the manner required. 

E. Failing to set forth the term “Dyed 
Mouton Processed Lamb” in the manner 
required. 

F. Failing to set forth the item num¬ 
ber or mark assigned to a fur product. 

3. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
fur products through the use of any 
advertisement, representation, public 
announcement, or notice which is in¬ 
tended to aid, promote or assist, directly 
or indirectly, in the sale, or offering for 
sale of fur products, and which: 

A. Fails to set forth the information 
required under section 5(a) of the Fur 
Products Labeling Act and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder in 
type of equal size and conspicuousness 
and in close proximity with each other. 

B. Represents, directly or by implica¬ 
tion, that respondents own, operate or 
control a factory, remodel fur products 
or manufacture fur products, unless such 
is the fact. 

C. Represents, directly or by implica¬ 
tion, that the regular or usual price of 
any fur product is any amount which is 
in excess of the price at which respond¬ 
ents have usually and customarily sold 
such products in the recent regular 
course of business. 

D. Misrepresents in any manner the 
savings available to purchasers of re¬ 
spondents’ fur products. 

4. Making claims or representations 
in advertisements respecting prices or 
values of fur products unless there are 
maintained by respondents full and ade¬ 
quate records disclosing the facts upon 
which such claims and representations 
are based. 
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By “Decision of the Commission”, 
etc., report of compliance was required 
as follows: 

It is ordered. That the respondents 
herein shall within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file 
with the Commission a report in writing 
setting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which they have complied with 
the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: August 17, 1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9675; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


Title 50—WILDLIFE 

Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 

SUBCHAPTER B—HUNTING AND POSSESSION OF 
WILDLIFE 

PART 12—AREAS CLOSED TO 
HUNTING 

Certain Waters Within the Exterior 
Boundary of Wheeler National 
Wildlife Refuge, Alabama 

On page 7697 of the Federal Register 
of August 12, 1960, there was published 
a notice and text of a proposed designa¬ 
tion of an area closed to the hunting 
of migratory birds, under part 8 of Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations. (Since 
that publication, the entire Title 50 has 
been recodified and part 8 has been 
renumbered part 12.) The purpose of 
the designation is to aid administration 
of the Wheeler National Wildlife Refuge 
and to increase the effectiveness of the 
refuge for the purposes for which it was 
established by the United States. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
within which to submit written com¬ 
ments, suggestions, or objections to the 
proposed designation. No comments, 
suggestions, or objections have been 
received, and the proposed designation 
is hereby adopted as set forth below. 
This designation shall become effective at 
the beginning of the 30th calendar day 
following the date of this publication in 
the Federal Register. 

The text of the designation is as fol¬ 
lows: 

By virtue of and pursuant to section 3 
of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 
July 3, 1918 (40 Stat. 755), as amended 
by the Act of June 20, 1936 (49 Stat. 
1555), and by virtue of the Reorganiza¬ 
tion Plan II (53 Stat. 1431), and in ac¬ 
cordance with section 4(a) of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act of June 11, 
1946 (60 Stat. 238), I, Fred G. Aandahl, 
Acting Secretary of the Interior, having 
due regard to the zones of temperature 
and to the distribution, abundance, eco¬ 
nomic value, breeding habits, and times 
and lines of migratory flight of migra¬ 
tory birds included in the terms of the 
Convention between the United States 
and Great Britain for the protection of 
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migratory birds, concluded August 16, 
1916, and the Convention between the 
United States and the United Mexican 
States for the protection of migratory 
birds and game mammals, concluded 
February 7, 1936, do hereby designate 
as a closed area in or on which pursuing, 
hunting, taking, capturing, or killing of 
migratory birds, or attempting to take, 
capture, or kill migratory birds is not 
permitted, all of the area of the bed of 
the Tennessee River submerged or ex¬ 
posed, including the waters thereof, be¬ 
low the lines of low water in Limestone, 
Madison, and Morgan Counties, Ala¬ 
bama, not owned by the United States, 
being the original channel of the River 
as presently embraced within the ex¬ 
terior boimdary of the Wheeler National 
Wildlife Refuge in sections 22 through 
28, 31 through 34, T. 5 S., R. 2 W.; sec¬ 
tions 4, 5, and 6, T. 6 S., R. 2 W.; sections 
28 through 36, T. 5 S., R. 3 W.; sections 
1 through 4, T. 6 S., R. 3 W.; sections 8, 
15, 16, 17, and 21 through 26, T. 5 S., R. 
4 W., Huntsville Meridian; more par¬ 
ticularly described as follows: 

Beginning at the intersection of the cen¬ 
terline of the original channel of the Ten¬ 
nessee River with the southeast right-of-way 
line of U.Sw Highway 31 about ^4 mile north¬ 
easterly from the City of Decatur; thence 
northeasterly with the southeast right-of- 
way line of U.S. Highway 31 to a point in 
the line of low water of the right bank of 
the Tennessee River; thence with the line 
of low water upstream with the meanders 
thereof along the right bank of said river in 
a southeasterly, easterly, and northeasterly 
direction, approximately 16% miles to a 
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point about 1,300 feet east of the west line 
of section 24, T. 5 S., R. 2 W.; thence south¬ 
erly to a point in the centerline of the 
original channel of the Tennessee River; 
thence upstream and with the said centerline 
in a southeasterly direction approximately 
4,300 feet to a point in the east line of sec¬ 
tion 24, T. 5 S., R. 2 W., as measured to the 
range line south of Wheeler Lake; thence 
southerly to a point in the line of low water 
of the left bank of the Tennessee River; 
thence with the line of low water down¬ 
stream with the meanders thereof along the 
left bank of said river in a northwesterly, 
southwesterly, westerly, and northwesterly 
direction approximately 15 miles to the in¬ 
tersection of said low water line with the 
centerline of the original channel of Flint 
Creek; thence with the centerline of the 
original channel of Flint Creek northerly to 
a point where it intersects the centerline of 
the original channel of the Tennessee River, 
thence downstream and with the centerline 
of the original channel of the Tennessee 
River in a northwesterly direction approxi¬ 
mately 3% miles to the point of beginning, 
containing 3,100 acres, more or less. 

Fred G. Aandahl, 
Acting Secretary of the Interior. 

October 10,1960. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9676; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 

Horicon National Wildlife Refuge, 
Wisconsin 

The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective on date of publi¬ 


cation in the Federal Register. The 
limitation of time makes it impracticable 
to give public notice of proposed rule- 
making. 

§ 32.12 Special regulations; migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 

Wisconsin 

HORICON NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Public hunting of migratory game 
birds on the Horicon National Wildlife 
Refuge, Wisconsin, permitted by special 
regulation published in the Federal 
Register of October 5, 1960 (25 F.R. 
9544), is suspended. The himting sea¬ 
son on Canada geese will be closed effec¬ 
tive at sunset October 16, 1960, and the 
killing of Canada geese after sunset of 
said date is prohibited. The restriction 
of himting on the Horicon National 
Wildlife Refuge, is made mandatory by 
State and Federal regulations which 
close the open season previously pre¬ 
scribed for Canada geese. 

The provision of this special regulation 
is effective to December 16, 1960. 

A. V. Tunison, 
Acting Director, Bureau of 
. Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 

October 14, 1960. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9777; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

11:28 a.m.] 






Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Research Service 

[ 9 CFR Part 18 1 

MEAT INSPECTION REGULATIONS 

Notice of Proposed Amendment 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the provision of section 4(a) of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
1003 (a)) that pursuant to the authority 
conferred by the Meat Inspection Act, as 
amended and extended (21 U.S.C. 71- 
91, 96), it is proposed to amend § 18.15 
of the Meat Inspection Regulations (9 
CFR 18.15, as amended), to read as 
follows: 

§ 18.15 Glands and organs for use in 
preparing pharmaceutical, organo- 
therapeutic, or technical products. 

(a) (1) Glands and organs which are 
not used as food products, such as coty¬ 
ledons, ovaries, prostate glands, tonsils, 
spinal cords, and detached lymphatic, 
pineal, pituitary, parathyroid, supra¬ 
renal, pancreatic, and thyroid glands, 
may be shipped interstate either by es¬ 
tablishments operating under inspection 
or by those which do not operate under 
inspection: Provided, That the contain¬ 
ers shall be plainly marked “For phar¬ 
maceutical purposes,’' “For organothera- 
peutic purposes,” or “For technical 
purposes,” without any reference to in¬ 
spection. 

(2) Glands and organs in this category 
may be brought into and stored in edible 
product departments of inspected estab¬ 
lishments or shipped with edible product 
if packaged in suitable containers which 
will in no way interfere with the main¬ 
tenance of sanitary conditions or consti¬ 
tute an interference with inspection. 

(b) Glands or organs which are re¬ 
garded as food products, such as livers, 
testicles, and thymus, may be shipped 
interstate or brought into official estab¬ 
lishments for pharmaceutical, organo- 
therapeutic, or technical purposes, only 
if U.S. inspected and passed and so 
identified. 

Any person who wishes to submit 
written data, views or arguments con¬ 
cerning the proposed amendment may do 
so by filing them with the Director, Meat 
Inspection Division, Agricultural Re¬ 
search Service, United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington 25, 
D.C., within 30 days after the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 12th 
day of October 1960. 

M. R. Clarkson, 

Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service. 

(F.R. Doc. 60-9697; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:50 a.m.] 


Commodity Stabilization Service 
17 CFR Parts 723, 725, 727 1 
TOBACCO 

Marketing Quotas for the 1961-62 
Marketing Year 

Pursuant to the Agricultural Adjust¬ 
ment Act of 1938, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
1281 et seq.; hereinafter referred to as 
the “Act”), the Secretary of Agriculture 
is preparing to (a) proclaim a national 
marketing quota for each of the three 
marketing years beginning October 1, 
1961, for (1) fire-cured (type 21) tobacco, 

(2) fire-cured (types 22, 23 and 24) 
tobacco, and (3) dark air-cured (types 
35 and 36) tobacco; (b) determine and 
announce the amount of the national 
marketing quota for the 1961-62 market¬ 
ing year for each of such kinds of tobac¬ 
co, and for burley tobacco, flue-cured 
tobacco, Maryland tobacco, cigar-binder 
(types 51 and 52) tobacco, cigar-filler 
and binder (types 42, 43, 44, 53, 54, and 
55) tobacco, and Virginia sun-cured to¬ 
bacco; (c) apportion the national mar¬ 
keting quota for the 1961-62 marketing 
year for each such kind of tobacco 
among the several States; and (d) con¬ 
vert the State marketing quotas for the 
1961-62 marketing year into State 
acreage allotments. 

The Act (7 U.S.C. 1312(a)) provides 
that the Secretary shall, not later than 
December 1 of any marketing year with 
respect to flue-cured tobacco and not 
later than February 1 of any marketing 
year with respect to other kinds of to¬ 
bacco, proclaim a national marketing 
quota for any kind of tobacco for each 
of the next three succeeding marketing 
years whenever he determines with re¬ 
spect to such kind of tobacco— 

(1) That a national marketing quota 
has not previously been proclaimed and 
the total supply as of the beginning of 
such marketing year exceeds the reserve 
supply level therefor; 

(2) That such marketing year is the 
last year of three consecutive years for 
which marketing quotas previously pro¬ 
claimed will be in effect; 

(3) That amendments have been 
made in provisions for establishing farm 
acreage allotments which will cause ma¬ 
terial revision of such allotments before 
the end of the period for which quotas 
are in effect; or 

(4) That a marketing quota previ¬ 
ously proclaimed for such marketing 
year is not in effect because of disap¬ 
proval by producers: Provided, That if 
such producers have disapproved na¬ 
tional marketing quotas for three suc¬ 
cessive years subsequent to 1952, there¬ 
after a national marketing quota shall 
not be proclaimed hereimder which 
would be in effect for any marketing 
year within the three-year period for 
which national marketing quotas previ¬ 
ously proclaimed were disapproved by 
producers, unless prior to November 10 


of the marketing year one-fourth or 
more of the farmers engaged in the pro¬ 
duction of the crop of tobacco harvested 
in the calendar year in which such mar¬ 
keting year begins petition the Secre¬ 
tary, in accordance with such regula¬ 
tions as he may prescribe, to proclaim a 
national marketing quota for each of the 
next three succeeding marketing years. 

Subsection 301(b) (15) (7 U.S.C. 1301 
(b)(15)) defines “tobacco” as each one 
of the kinds of tobacco listed below corn- 
pricing the types specified as classified 
in Service and Regulatory Announce¬ 
ment Numbered 118 (Part 30 of this 
title) of the Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics of the Department: 

Flue-cured tobacco, comprising types 11, 12, 
13, and 14; 

Fire-cured tobacco, comprising type 21; 
Fire-cmed tobacco, comprising types 22, 23, 
and 24; 

Dark air-cured tobacco, comprising types 35 
and 36; 

Virginia sun-cured tobacco, comprising 
type 37; 

Burley tobacco, comprising type 31; 

Maryland tobacco, comprising type 32; 
Cigar-filler and cigar-binder tobacco, com¬ 
prising types 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 51, 52, 53, 
54, and 55; and 

Cigar-filler tobacco, comprising type 41. 

Subsection 301(b) (15) also provides 
that any one or more of the types com¬ 
prising any such kind of tobacco shall be 
treated as a “kind of tobacco” for the 
purposes of this Act if the Secretary finds 
that there is a difference in supply and 
demand conditions as among such types 
of tobacco which results in a difference 
in the adjustments needed in the market¬ 
ings thereof in order to maintain sup¬ 
plies in line with demand. Pursuant to 
this authority, the Secretary has deter¬ 
mined (15 F.R. 8214) that type 46 tobacco 
shall be treated as a separate kind of 
tobacco for purposes of marketing quotas 
and price supports on the 1951 and sub¬ 
sequent crops of such tobacco. Pursuant 
to such authority, the Secretary has also 
determined (22 F.R. 367) that cigar- 
binder (types 51 and 52) tobacco shall 
be treated as a separate kind of tobacco 
for pui'poses of marketing quotas and 
price supports on the 1957 and subse¬ 
quent crops of such tobacco. 

The Act (7 U.S.C. 1313(i)) provides 
that notwithstanding any other provi¬ 
sions of the Act, whenever after investi¬ 
gation the Secretary determines with 
respect to any kind of tobacco that a 
substantial difference exists in the usage 
or market outlets for any one or more 
of the types comprising such kind of.to¬ 
bacco and that the quantity of tobacco 
of such type or types to be produced 
under the marketing quotas and acreage 
allotments established pursuant to this 
section would not be sufficient to provide 
an adequate supply for estimated market 
demands and carry-over requirements 
for such type or types of tobacco, the 
Secretary shall increase the marketing 
quotas and acreage allotments for farms 
producing such type or types of tobacco 
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in the preceding year to the extent nec¬ 
essary to make available a supply of such 
type or types of tobacco adequate to meet 
such demands and carry-over require¬ 
ments. The increases in farm market¬ 
ing quotas and acreage allotments shall 
be made on the basis of the production 
of such type or types of tobacco during 
the period of years considered in estab¬ 
lishing farm marketing quotas and acre¬ 
age allotments-for such kind of tobacco. 
The additional production authorized by 
this subsection shall be in addition to 
the national marketing quota established 
for such kind of tobacco pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 312 (7 U.S.C. 1312) of the Act. The 
increase in acreage under this subsection 
shall not be considered in establishing 
future State or farm acreage allotments. 

Subsection 312(b) of the Act (7 U.S.C. 
1312(b)) provides that the Secretary 
shall also determine and announce, not 
later than the first day of December 
1960 with respect to flue-cured tobacco 
and not later than the first day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1961 with respect to other kinds 
of tobacco, the amount of the national 
marketing quota which is in effect for 
the 1961-62 marketing year in terms of 
the total quantity of each kind of to¬ 
bacco which may be marketed which will 
make available during such marketing 
year a supply of each kind of tobacco 
equal to the reserve supply level. Sub¬ 
section 312(b) provides further that the 
amount of the 1961-62 national market¬ 
ing quota may, not later than March 1, 
1961, be increased by not more than 20 
per centum if the Secretary determines 
that such increase is necessary in order 
to meet market demands or to avoid 
undue restrictions of marketings in ad¬ 
justing the total supply to the reserve 
supply level. 

The Act (7 U.S.C. 1301(b)) defines the 
“total supply’' of tobacco for any mar¬ 
keting year as the carry-over at the be¬ 
ginning of the marketing year (on Jan¬ 
uary 1 of such marketing year in the 
case of Maryland tobacco), plus the esti¬ 
mated production in the United States 
during the calendar year in which such 
marketing year begins. “Reserve supply 
level” is defined as the normal supply 
plus 5 per centum thereof. “Normal 
supply” is defined as a normal year’s 
domestic consumption and exports, plus 
175 per centum of a normal year’s do¬ 
mestic consumption and 65 per centum 
of a normal year’s exports. A “normal 
year’s domestic consumption” is defined 
as the yearly average quantity produced 
in the United States and consumed in the 
United States during the ten marketing 
years immediately preceding the market¬ 
ing year in which such consumption is 
determined, adjusted for current trends 
in such consumption. A “normal year’s 
exports” is defined as the yearly average 
quantity produced in the United States 
which was exported from the United 
States during the ten marketing years 
immediately preceding the marketing 
year in which such exports are deter¬ 
mined, adjusted for current trends in 
such exports. 

The Act (7 U.S.C. 1312(c)) requires 
that within 30 days after a national 
marketing quota is proclaimed for the 
1961-62, 1962-63, and 1963-64 marketing 
years for (1) fire-cured tobacco and (2) 


dark air-cured tobacco, the Secretary 
shall conduct a referendum of farmers 
who are engaged in the production of the 
1960 crop of each such kind of tobacco 
to determine whether such farmers are 
in favor of or opposed to such quota for 
the next three succeeding marketing 
years. If more than one-third of the 
farmers voting in the referendum oppose 
such quotas, such results shall be pro¬ 
claimed by the Secretary and the na¬ 
tional marketing quota so proclaimed 
shall not be in effect but such results 
shall in no wise affect or limit the sub¬ 
sequent proclamation and subsequent 
submission to a referendum, as other¬ 
wise provided in section 312 of the Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1312), of a national marketing 
quota. The 1960-61 marketing year is 
the last of three consecutive years for 
which marketing quotas previously pro¬ 
claimed will be in effect for fire-cured 
tobacco and for dark air-cured tobacco 
(23 F.R. 2072). 

Burley, flue-cured, and Virginia sun- 
cured tobacco growers favored marketing 
quotas being in effect for the 1961-62 
marketing year in referenda held pur¬ 
suant to the Act as follows: Burley 
tobacco (24 F.R. 2271); flue-cured 
tobacco (24 F.R. 356); and Virginia sim- 
cured tobacco. (24 F.R. 2271). Growers 
of cigar-binder (tsres 51 and 52) and 
cigar-filler and binder (types 42, 43, 44, 
53, 54 and 55) tobacco favored marketing 
quotas being in effect for the 1961-62 
marketing year in referenda held pur¬ 
suant to the Act (21 F.R. 2125). Growers 
of Maryland tobacco favored marketing 
quotas being in effect for the 1961-62 
marketing year in a referendum held' 
pursuant to the Act (25 F.R. 1479). 
Growers of cigar-filler (type 41) tobacco 
disapproved quotas for the three market¬ 
ing years beginning October 1. 1959 (24 
P.R. 2271), and unless growers of such 
kind of tobacco petition the Secretary in 
accordance with regulations (24 F.R. 
2271) pursuant to paragraph (a) of sec¬ 
tion 312 of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act of 1938, as amended, quotas will not 
be in effect on such kind of tobacco dur¬ 
ing such three marketing years. 

The Act (7 U.S.C. 1313(a)) requires 
the Secretary to apportion the national 
marketing quota, less the amount to be 
allotted under subsection (c) of section 
1313 for small farms and “new” farms, 
among the several States on the basis of 
the total production in each State during 
the five calendar years immediately pre¬ 
ceding the calendar year in which the 
quota is proclaimed, with such adjust¬ 
ments as are determined to be necessary 
to make correction for abnormal condi¬ 
tions of production, for small farms, and 
for trends in production, giving due con¬ 
sideration to seed bed and other plant 
diseases during such five-year period. 

The Act (7 U.S.C.A. 1313(g)) provides 
that any acreage of tobacco harvested 
in excess of the farm acreage allotment 
for the year 1955 or any subsequent year 
shall not be taken into account in estab¬ 
lishing State and farm acreage allot¬ 
ments. Section 377 of the Act, as 
amended by Public Law 86-172, reads 
as follows: 

“In any case in which, during any year 
beginning with 1956, the acreage planted 
to a commodity on any farm is less than 


the acreage allotment for such farm, the 
entire acreage allotment for such farm 
(excluding any allotment released from 
the farm or reapportioned to the farm 
and any allotment provided for the farm 
pursuant to subsection (f) (A) of section 
344), shall, except as provided herein, be 
considered for the purpose of establish¬ 
ing future State, county and farm acre¬ 
age allotments to have been planted to 
such commodity in such year on such 
farm, but the 1956 acreage allotment of 
any commodity shall be regarded as 
planted under this section only if the 
owner or operator on such farm notified 
the county committee prior to the six¬ 
tieth day preceding the beginning of the 
marketing year for such commodity of 
his desire to preserve such allotment: 
Provided, That beginning with the 1960 
crop, except for Federally-owned land, 
the current farm acreage allotment 
established for a commodity shall not 
be preserved as history acreage pursuant 
to the provisions of this section unless 
for the current year or either of the two 
preceding years an acreage equal to 75 
per centum or more of the farm acreage 
allotment for such year was sictually 
planted or devoted to the commodity on 
the farm (or was regarded as planted 
under provisions of the Soil Bank or the 
Great Plains Program): Provided fur¬ 
ther, That this section shall not be appli¬ 
cable in any case, within the period 1956 
to 1959, in which the amount of the com¬ 
modity required to be stored to postpone 
or avoid payment of penalty has been 
reduced because the allotment was not 
fully planted. Acreage history credits 
for released or reapportioned acreage 
shall be governed by the applicable pro¬ 
visions of this title pertaining to the 
release and reapportionment of acreage 
allotments.” 

The Soil Bank Act (7 U.S.C. 1801 et 
seq.) also provides that the acreage 
withdrawn or diverted from the produc¬ 
tion of tobacco under the acreage reserve 
program and conservation reserve pro¬ 
gram shall for allotment purposes be 
considered devoted to the production 
of tobacco. 

Public Law 86-793, approved Septem¬ 
ber 14, 1960, provides that insofar as the 
acreage of cropland on a farm covered 
by a Great Plains or Conservation Re¬ 
serve contract enters into the determina¬ 
tion of acreage allotments and market¬ 
ing quotas, such cropland shall not be 
decreased during the period of the con¬ 
tract by reason of any action taken for 
the purpose of carrying out the contract. 
After expiration of such a contract, such 
law provides that the cropland shall not 
be decreased, for a period equal to the 
period of the contract, by reason of the 
maintenance of any change in land use 
from cropland to permanent vegetation 
carried out under the contract. Allot¬ 
ment history acreages are given similar 
protection for purposes of establishing 
future allotments. 

The Act (7 U.S.C. 1313(g)) authorizes 
the Secretai'y to convert State marketing 
quotas into State acreage allotments on 
the basis of average yield per acre for 
the State during the five years last pre¬ 
ceding the year in which the national 
marketing quota is proclaimed, adjustea 
for abnormal conditions of production. 
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In making the determinations of the 
amounts of the national marketing 
quotas, the apportionment of the quotas 
among the several States, the conver¬ 
sion of State marketing quotas into 
State acreage allotments, and of the 
date(s) of the referenda with respect to 
(1) fire-cured tobacco and (2) dark air- 
cured tobacco, consideration will be 
given to any data, views and recom¬ 
mendations pertaining thereto, which 
are submitted in writing to the Director, 
Tobacco Division, Commodity Stabiliza¬ 
tion Service, United States Department 
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. All 
submissions must be postmarked not 
later than 30 days from the date of pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register in order to be considered. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., this 11th 
day of October 1960. 

Forest W. Beall, 

Acting Administrator, 
Commodity Stabilization Service. 

(P.R. Doc. 60-9696; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:50 ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Division of Public Contracts 
[ 41 CFR Part 50-202 Y 
MINIMUM WAGE DETERMINATIONS 

Paper and Paperboard Containers 

and Packaging Products Industry 

A complete record of proceedings under 
sections 1 and 10 of the Walsh-Healey 
Public Contracts Act (41 U.S.C. 35 and 
45a) to determine the prevailing mini¬ 
mum wages for persons employed in the 
paper and paperboard containers and 
packaging products industi-y has been 
certified by the hearing examiner. The 
record, including findings of fact, con¬ 
clusions of law and supporting argu¬ 
ments proposed by the parties, has been 
fully considered. A tentative decision, 
including a statement of findings and 
conclusions, as well as the reasons and 
basis therefor, on all material issues of 
fact, law, or discretion presented on the 
record, and any proposed wage determi¬ 
nation is now appropriate under the rules 
of practice, 29 CFR 203.21(b), and the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
1006(b)). 

Definition. The notice of hearing de¬ 
fined the paper and paperboard con¬ 
tainers and packaging products industry 
as including (1) the manufacture of non¬ 
textile bags (including bags and shipping 
sacks made from paper, cellophane, ace¬ 
tate, polyethylene, pliofilm, foil, and 
similar sheet or film materials); and (2) 
the converting of pulp, paper, and paper- 
board into the following items: (a) Cor¬ 
rugated and solid fiber boxes, partitions, 
pallets, single face products, and corru¬ 
gated sheets; (b) sanitary food contain¬ 
ers (including paper cups for hot and 
cold drinks, liquid tight containers, 
round nested food containers, fluid milk 
containers, ice cream containers, frozen 
lood containers, folding paraffined car¬ 
tons for butter, margarine, and shorten- 
i^rg, and pails for food and ice cream); 


and (c) laminated wrapping products 
(including waterproof, moistureproof, 
and vapor barrier paper), impregnated 
and saturated wrapping paper, cellulosic 
wadding and cushioning materials, and 
shredded and macerated paper pads (in¬ 
cluding blankets, sleeves, tubes, and box 
liners). Excluded are primary paper 
and paperboard; coated, oiled and 
waxed wrapping products; set-up and 
folding pai>erboard boxes (except sani¬ 
tary food containers); fiber cans, tubes, 
and drums (except sanitary food con¬ 
tainers) ; and pressed and molded pulp 
products. 

Both before and at the hearing, the 
labor representatives suggested that the 
proposed definition was too restricted 
and should include the following items: 
set-up and folding boxes, fiber cans, 
tubes and drums, and pressed and 
molded pulp products. Rather than 
further delay a determination for this 
industry, however, they accepted the 
definition as proposed. 

The Paper Cup and Container Insti¬ 
tute, which consists of manufacturers 
who make round nested paper cups and 
containers, expresses a preference for 
treatment of such manufacture as a 
separate industry, but indicates that the 
prevailing minimum wage for this in¬ 
dustry should be determined on the data 
in evidence for the sanitary food con¬ 
tainer group, which includes the ^prod¬ 
ucts its members make. 

Insofar as the determination will af¬ 
fect these manufacturers, the initial re¬ 
quest will yield the same result as the 
second request, which is to make a sepa¬ 
rate determination for the sanitary food 
container group. As some disposition 
must be made of the data concerning 
other sanitary food containers, which 
are not separable in the wage data, the 
first request of the Paper Cup and Con¬ 
tainer Institute will be overruled, but 
consideration will be given to the possi¬ 
bility of reaching an equivalent result 
via the second request. There is no 
other objection to the definition of the 
industry as a whole as set out in the 
notice of hearing, and it is adopted for 
the purpose of this tentative decision. 

Prodiict division. The bulk of the 
wage data and the evidence relating to 
areas of competition for contracts which 
would be subject to the determination 
divide the industry into four product 
groups. They are (1) non-textile bags, 

(2) corrugated and solid fiber boxes, 

(3) sanitary food containers, and (4) 
wrapping products. Representatives of 
workers recommend that one determina¬ 
tion be made for all of these products, 
and, in this, they are joined by the Fibre 
Box Association. As noted above, how¬ 
ever, the Paper Cup and Container Insti¬ 
tute requests a separate determination 
for sanitary food containers. The Pa¬ 
per Shipping Sack Manufacturing As¬ 
sociation offered testimony through its 
Executive Secretary, but declined to take 
a position on this question. No repre¬ 
sentative of the manufacturers of 
wrapping products appeared. 

Though it appears from the Standard 
Industrial Classification Manual (Execu¬ 
tive Office of the President, Bureau of 
the Budget, 1957) that all of these prod- 
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ucts are in the same two digit Major 
Group 26—Paper and Allied Products, 
they occupy parts of the three digit In¬ 
dustry Numbers, 264—Converted Paper 
and Paperboard Products except Con¬ 
tainers and Boxes, and 265—Paperboard 
Containers and Boxes. Three of the 
four product divisions here exactly 
match three of the four digit industry 
definitions in the Manual. The remain¬ 
ing product division is a part of a fourth 
four digit industry definition. It ap¬ 
pears, therefore, that the four product 
groups into which the data are divided 
here follow customary and established 
lines of industrial classification, such as 
should justify separate treatment unless 
a different result should be indicated by 
considerations of special importance in 
prevailing minimum wage determination. 

Though the unions introduced some 
evidence that 44 of the 1000 establish¬ 
ments in this industry manufacture 
products in more than one of the four 
product groups here, there is no indica¬ 
tion that such overlap is significantly 
extensive. Though the expert witnesses 
called by Fibre Box Association listed 
several products which can be shipped 
either in fiber boxes, bags, or even sani¬ 
tary food containers, it is obvious from 
examining the four definitions that the 
overwhelming majority of the products 
in these groups are noncompetitive. No 
other evidence supports a unified deter¬ 
mination here. 

The most significant consideration of 
special importance in prevailing mini¬ 
mum wage determination supports the 
general conclusion (from the Standard 
Industrial Classification Manual) that 
there should be separate determinations 
for the four product groups. It is the 
fact that there is substantial difference 
in the minimum wage level prevalent 
among the plants specializing in the dif¬ 
ferent product groups. This comparison 
suggests a reason why the Fibre Box 
Association may have considered its 
interest best served by a single deter¬ 
mination without product division. The 
minimum wages paid in the manufacture 
of corrugated and solid fiber boxes aver¬ 
age higher than those paid in any of 
the other three groups. 

On the balance of these consider¬ 
ations, I am persuaded that the purposes 
of the Act would be best served by sepa¬ 
rate determinations for the four product 
groups in this tentative determination. 

Locality. Four geographic sections of 
the Nation were nominated by the man¬ 
agement group prior to the hearing for 
consideration as possible separate local¬ 
ities for wage determination. The wage 
data were similarly divided and a sepa¬ 
rate study of each of these tentative 
localities for each of the four product 
groups was made to discover the areas of 
competition for contracts which would 
be subject to the determinations. Subse¬ 
quent to the introduction of these data 
into the record, none of those who par¬ 
ticipated in these proceedings have 
recommended any geographic division 
for the determinations. All of the labor 
representatives expressly recommended 
against geographic division, as did the 
Fibre Box Association. Similarly, the 
Paper Cup and Container Institute pro¬ 
posed no geographic division in making 
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the wage recommendation for its product 
group on an industrywide basis. 

Tables of origin and destination for 
the shipments contemplated by each suc¬ 
cessful and unsuccesful bid on a contract 
for products of the industry subject to 
the Act were prepared according to the 
four suggested geographic divisions of the 
Nation, Northeast, South, North Central, 
and West. Both the table for non-tex¬ 
tile bags and the table for corrugated 
solid fiber boxes show that invitations 
calling for deliveiT in each of the four 
regions were the subject of both success¬ 
ful and unsuccesful bids contemplating 
manufacture in each of the four regions. 
In each of these tables there were more 
bids contemplating delivery outside the 
region of manufacture than bids con¬ 
templating delivery within it. Even 
when the analysis of each of these tables 
is restricted to successful bids, each 
shows nearly as many such bids for deliv¬ 
ery into another region as bids for local 
consumption. The comparable table for 
sanitary food containers shows more in¬ 
terregional bids and awards than local 
ones. Though this table does not show 
the West participating in the procure¬ 
ment of sanitary food containers for 
other regions, the major part of the 
procurement of those products is 
analyzed in a separate tabulation of pro¬ 
curement by the General Services 
Administration. The West participated 
even more fully in tliis procurement for 
delivery to the Eastern zone than it did 
for delivery within the zone of its loca¬ 
tion. Finally, the tabular analysis of 
wrapping products procurement subject 
to the Act shows more than four-fifths 
of the bids and more than four-fifths of 
the awards contemplate interregional 
transactions. Though the West did not 
participate in this procurement, this ap¬ 
pears to be by reason of the fact that 
only four of the establishments specializ¬ 
ing in wrapping products are located in 
the West, rather than because the West 
is an isolated area of competition. The 
West did participate as a destination for 
more than one-third of the total wrap¬ 
ping products contracts. The other three 
areas each participated substantially in 
furnishing these products. 

For the purpose of this tentative de¬ 
termination, my finding is in accordance 
with all the recommendations I have 
received. For each of the product divi¬ 
sions of this industry, I find that the lo¬ 
cality in which its products are to be 
manufactured or furnished under con¬ 
tracts subject to the Act cannot be de¬ 
fined more narrowly than all of the area 
in which the product division has its 
plants. 

Beginners, Before making the deter¬ 
minations, it is necessary to decide 
whether a tolerance will be provided for 
beginners. If one is to be provided, the 
prevailing minimum for other employees 
should be selected from a table which 
excludes beginners, but if no tolerance 
is provided for beginners, the prevailing 
minimum wage for application to all 
covered employees must be found in the 
data which include the wages paid all 
covered employees. 

The unions recommend a tolerance for 
beginners of 5 cents for a one month 
period. The Fibre Box Association rec¬ 
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ommends such a tolerance, also, but 
suggests that it be 10 cents and the period 
45 days. The Paper Cup and Container 
Institute joins the others in favoring 
such a tolerance, suggesting 5 cents and 
a 90 day period. None of the other par¬ 
ticipating parties made a recommenda¬ 
tion on this issue. The position of the 
parties, that there should be a learner 
tolerance, appears to be well taken. The 
employment of beginners, defined as new 
inexperienced covered employees receiv¬ 
ing orientation or initial training and 
receiving an hourly rate or straight time 
hourly earnings below those of the lowest 
paid experienced workers in the same 
job, appears characteristic of the indus¬ 
try. Five hundred and seven of the 1,000 
establishments in the industry, employ¬ 
ing 55,846 of its 96,568 covered workers 
at the time of the wage survey, reported 
a policy of hiring beginners. Under 
these circumstances I find that the ob¬ 
jectives of the Act will be best served 
by the provision of separate rates for be¬ 
ginners and other covered workers. 

The 5-cent figure as the amount of the 
tolerance, favored by two of the three 
recommending parties, appears well sup¬ 
ported. Many more establishments have 
a five-cent differential than any higher 
or lower figure. Moreover, the concen¬ 
tration at this differential was particu¬ 
larly great among firms in the lower half 
of the wage distribution. In addition, a 
comparison of check iK)ints on the data 
including beginners and the data ex¬ 
cluding beginners indicates a differen¬ 
tial of approximately 5 cents in each 
product group at the median establish¬ 
ment point in the array of lowest wages 
paid by the several establishments em¬ 
ploying them. In the establishments re¬ 
porting a definite time period required 
for a beginner to reach the minimum 
rate for the lowest grade experienced 
covered job, approximately half of the 
workers are employed in establishments 
which limit the time to no more than 
one and one-half months. The prevail¬ 
ing minimum wages will be determined, 
therefore, from data which exclude the 
wages paid beginners, and a tolerance 
of 5 cents per hour for a period not to 
exceed 240 hours will be provided for 
beginners. 

Prevailing minimum wages. The In¬ 
ternational Brotherhood of Pulp, Sul¬ 
phite and Paper Mill Workers, APL-CIO 
and the United Papermakers and Paper- 
workers, labor representatives, urge that 
$1.55 per hour including a 5-cent post¬ 
survey increase, be determined as the 
prevailing minimum wage in all the area 
where the industry has its plants for all 
the products of the industry. The 
unions rely on the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics wage survey of October 1958. 
They would use the table of low^est wages 
actually paid to covered workers ex¬ 
cluding beginners. The unions then se¬ 
lect a point in the tabulation which 
indicates the lowest wage paid any 
worker in the establishments employing 
a majority of covered workers, even 
though the number of such establish¬ 
ments is less than a majority. For two 
reasons, I cannot follow this recom¬ 
mendation. First, as previously dis¬ 
cussed, the evidence supports product 
divisions rather than a single determina¬ 


tion for all products of the industry. 
Second,, I do not find that the point in 
the array of wages where the establish¬ 
ments employing a majority of covered 
workers as indicated is decisive without 
giving consideration to the number of 
establishments so represented. 

The Fibre Box Association contends 
the minimum wage should be $1.30 per 
hour in all the areas where the industry 
has its plants for all the products defined 
within the industry. This group also 
relies on the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
wage survey of October 1958, but it refers 
to the tables which indicate lowest estab¬ 
lished rates rather than lowest rates 
actually paid. The statistical approach 
it would apply to such tables is the so- 
called “significant wage cluster” theory, 
which it defines as the plotting of dif¬ 
ferent wage rates and getting points, 
thereby obtaining a cluster where the 
points are close to each other, refiecting 
a wage rate or a group of wage rates 
that are close to each other, and that are 
paid to a large number of persons. The 
fallacy in this approach is that the 
cluster theory for determining minimum 
wages has proper application only in an 
array of all wages, rather than a table 
of minimum wages. Where there is an 
absence of more specifically relevant 
data, it has been used as an indication 
of a base on which the wage structure 
of the Industry may be said to build up, 
and of a figure which may have some 
claim to recognition as the prevailing 
minimum wage. In this proceeding we 
have an abundance of more specifically 
relevant data than an array of all wages. 
But even aside from this objection, the 
association’s recommendation cannot be 
followed, because I find it appropriate to 
provide separate determinations for the 
product divisions. Furthermore, the use 
of tables which reflect lowest “estab¬ 
lished” grates rather than lowest rates 
actually paid does not appear to satisfy 
the statutory requirement that I deter¬ 
mine the minimum wages actually “pre¬ 
vailing” for “persons employed” in the 
industry. 

The Paper Cup and Container Institute 
recommends alternative rates in the fol¬ 
lowing preference: (1) The minimum 
wage at the hearing date under the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 of $1.00 
under a first significant wage cluster 
theory; (2) a rate of $1.20 as the next 
significant cluster for the sanitary food 
containers group; or (3) a rate of $1.28 
for the sanitary food containers group 
based on lowest established rates and 
a “majority of establishments standard.” 
This standard is that the prevailing 
minimum is considered to be the one paid 
by the establishments at about the mid¬ 
point of an array of establishments by the 
level of their minimum wages from low¬ 
est to highest. The first two recommen¬ 
dations, based on the so-called significant 
cluster theory, are rejected for the rea¬ 
sons set cut above. The last rate, based 
entirely on a consideration of the num¬ 
ber of establishments, unweighted for 
employment, does not give sufficient con¬ 
sideration to the number of covered 
workers they employ to use it as an ap¬ 
propriate basis for determining a wage 
so representative of the industry as a 
whole as fairly to be described as the pre- 
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vailing minimum wage. Moreover, the 
rate of $1.28 represents a policy rate 
rather than an actual rate and not a 
single establishment in the sanitary food 
container group actually paid such a rate 
at the time of the survey. 

The minimum wages actually paid by 
non-textile bag establishments to covered 
employees (excluding beginners) during 
the payroll period surveyed varied from 
$1.00 to $2.00 and over an hour. The 
minimum wage for the median estab¬ 
lishment, unweighted for employment, 
is $1.24. The fact that the lower mini¬ 
mum wage half of the plants in the 
industry employ less than one-third of its 
workers, and presumably account for ap¬ 
proximately one-third of its production, 
indicates fairly clearly that their wage 
practices cannot be used to mark the 
boundary of those which are prevailing 
for persons employed in the industiT. 
The lowest minimum wage among the 
higher minimum wage plants employ¬ 
ing a majority of the covered workers 
is $1.38. However, over two-thirds of the 
establishments paid a minimum wage of 
less than $1.38. In these circumstances, 
such a rate would undesirably exclude 
altogether from consideration for Gov¬ 
ernment contracts a large majority of 
the possible contractors in this indus¬ 
try. The requirements of the Act do not 
compel this result. Forty-two percent 
of the 211 establishments with almost 60 
percent of their 21,713 covered workers 
paid no covered worker less than $1.30 
an hour. The rate of $1.30 is so situated 
within the range between $1.38 and $1.24, 
respectively found to be too high and too 
low for determination as prevalent, as 
to avoid their disabilities. The substan¬ 
tial evidence of record, considered as a 
whole, supports the rate of $1.30 as ap¬ 
propriate for determination as the pre¬ 
vailing minimum wage in the non-textile 
bag branch of this industry as of the 
survey date. 

There are 572 establishments in the 
corrugated and solid fiber boxes branch 
whose minimum wages range from $1.00 
to $2.00 and over an hour. The un¬ 
weighted median establishment rate is 
$1.45 and the lowest minimum rate of 
establishments employing a majority of 
covepd workers is $1.55. As mentioned 
previously, the standards identifying 
these rates do not conform with appro¬ 
priate criteria for determining prevail¬ 
ing minimum wages. The rate of $1.48 
is so situated between these two as to 
avoid their disabilities. Forty-seven 
percent of the 572 establishments with 
65 percent of their 51,640 covered work¬ 
ers paid no covered worker less than 
$1.48 an hour. The substantial evi¬ 
dence of record, considered as a whole, 
supports the rate of $1.48 as appropriate 
for determination as the prevailing mini¬ 
mum wage in the corrugated and solid 
fiber boxes branch of this industry, as of 
the survey date. 

The minimum wages in the 156 estab¬ 
lishments of the sanitary food containers 
branch of this industry range from $1.00 
to $2.00 and over an hour. A rate of 
$1.35 is paid in the median establish- 
nient and $1.47 is the lowest minimum 
rate of establishments employing a ma¬ 
jority of the covered workers. Forty- 


six percent of establishments with 55 
percent of the employees pay no lower 
minimum wage than $1.37. This rate is 
between the median establishment rate 
and the lowest rate of establishments 
employing a majority of covered work¬ 
ers. It overcomes the objections to the 
standards identifying these rates which 
have been discussed previously. The 
substantial evidence of record, consid¬ 
ered as a whole, supports the rate of 
$1.37 as appropriate for determination 
as the prevailing minimum wage in the 
sanitary food containers branch of this 
industry, as of the survey date. 

There are 61 establishments in the 
wrapping products branch with 3,332 
covered workers. In the range of mini¬ 
mum wages from $1.00 to $2.00 and over 
an hour, the median establishment rate 
is $1.15 and the rate of establishments 
employing a majority of the covered 
workers is $1.30. The rate of $1.20 is 
between these two, and is not subject 
to the objections of being too high or 
too low for a failure to give weight to 
both establishments and employment. 
Forty-three percent of the establish¬ 
ments in this branch with 56 percent of 
the covered worker employment paid a 
minimum wage of at least $1.20. The 
substantial evidence of record, con¬ 
sidered as a whole, supports the rate of 
$1.20 as appropriate for determination 
as the prevailing minimum wage in the 
wrapping products branch of this in¬ 
dustry, as of the survey date. 

The unions submit that there has been 
a 5 cents per hour increase in the mini¬ 
mum rate for the industry during the 
period between the October 1958 survey 
date and the December 1959 hearing 
date. This argument is based on a 
sampling of wage settlements drawn 
from union files. The evidence indicates 
that approximately 50 percent of the 
covered workers in this industry are 
unionized. A union witness testified that 
there had also been increases in non¬ 
union establishments, but he did not 
specify the amount of any such increases 
or the number of establishments affected. 
In addition, the unions called attention 
to data published in the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics Employment and Earnings 
series as further indication of this in¬ 
crease. The definition of industries con¬ 
sidered are not directly comparable with 
the definition of this industry, and 
showed increases of 10 cents for Paper 
and Allied Products, 9 cents for Paper- 
board Containers and Boxes, and 6 cents 
for Other Paper and Allied Products. 
The Fiber Box Association stipulated 
that the union’s estimate of a 5 cents 
per hour post-survey wage increase in 
the corrugated and solid fiber boxes in¬ 
dustry was fair. Neither the Paper 
Shipping Sack Manufacturers Associa¬ 
tion nor the Paper Cup and Container 
Institute commented on wage increases 
since the survey date at the hearing nor 
in their post-hearing briefs. As previ¬ 
ously noted, representatives of the wrap¬ 
ping products branch did not participate. 

The union’s factual data for post¬ 
survey wage increases relate to less than 
one-tenth of the establishments, em¬ 
ploying approximately one-fifth of the 
covered employment. The data do in¬ 


clude some establishments and workers 
in each of the four categories, but are 
more heavily weighted with data for cor¬ 
rugated and solid fiber box establish¬ 
ments. This group is preponderately 
organized, the largest in the industry, 
and has the highest level of average 
straight-time hourly earnings and mini¬ 
mum rates. While the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics data on average hourly earn¬ 
ings for the period October 1958-1959 
may indicate an upward wage movement, 
due to the difference in definition of the 
industries contained therein and the 
definition of this industry and the failure 
of these data to indicate the amount of 
increase, if any, in the minimum rates, I 
find them inconclusive on this issue. 

In view of the stipulation made by the 
Fibre Box Association, supplemented by 
the evidence submitted by the unions 
pertaining to this product group, this 
tentative decision determines that the 
prevailing minimum wage for the corru¬ 
gated and solid fiber box branch of this 
industry has increased 5 cents per hour 
from the $1.48 it was in October of 1958, 

• and that it is $1.53 per hour. With re¬ 
spect to the non-textile bags, sanitary 
food containers and wrapping products 
branch, I find that the evidence does not 
support a finding of a wage increase since 
the survey date. 

Proposed determination. Accordingly 
upon the findings and conclusions stated 
herein, pursuant to authority under the 
Walsh-Healey Public Contracts Act (49 
Stat. 2036; 41 U.S.C. 35 et seq.), and in 
accordance with the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act (60 Stat. 237; 5 U.S.C. 1001), 
notice is hereby given that I propose to 
amend Title 41 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations by adding a new § 50-202.59 
to read as follows; 

§ 50—202.59 Paper and paperboard con¬ 
tainers and packaging products in¬ 
dustry. 

(a) Definition. The paper and paper- 
board containers and packaging products 
industry is defined as (1) the manufac¬ 
ture or furnishing of non-textile bags 
(including bags and shipping sacks made 
from papaer, cellophane, sictetate, poly¬ 
ethylene, pliofilm, foil, and similar sheet 
or film materials); and (2) the manufac¬ 
ture or furnishing, from pulp, paper, and 
paperboard of the following items: (i) 
Corrugated and solid fiber boxes, parti¬ 
tions, pallets, single face products, and 
corrugated sheets; (ii) sanitary food con¬ 
tainers (including paper cups for hot and 
cold drinks, liquid tight containers, 
round nested food containers, fluid milk 
containers, ice cream containers, frozen 
food containers, folding paraffined car¬ 
tons for butter, margarine, and shorten¬ 
ing, and pails for food and ice cream); 
and (hi) laminated wrapping products 
(including waterproof, moist ureproof, 
and vapor barrier paper), impregnated 
and saturated wrapping paper, ccllulosic 
wadding and cushioning materials, and 
shredded and macerated paper pads (in¬ 
cluding blankets, sleeves, tubes, and box 
liners). Excluded are primary paper and 
paperboard; coated, oiled and waxed 
wrapping products; set-up and folding 
paperboard boxes (except sanitary food 
containers); fiber cans, tubes, and drums 
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(except sanitary food containers); and 
pressed and molded pulp products. 

(b) Minimum wages. (1) The mini¬ 
mum wage for persons employed in the 
manufacture or furnishing of products 
of the non-textile bags branch of the 
paper and paperboard containers and 
packaging products industry as defined 
in paragraph (a) (1) of this section under 
contracts subject to the Walsh-Healey 
Public Contracts Act shall be not less 
than $1.30 per hour arrived at either on 
a time or piece rate basis. 

(2) The minimum wage for persons 
employed in the manufacture or furnish¬ 
ing of products of the corrugated and 
solid fiber boxes branch of the paper and 
paperboard containers and packaging 
products industry as defined in para¬ 
graph (a) (2) (i) of this section under 
contracts subject to the Walsh-Healey 
Public Contracts Act shall be not less 
than $1.53 per hour arrived at either on 
a time or piece rate basis. 

(3) The minimum wage for persons 
employed in the manufacture or furnish¬ 
ing of products of the sanitary food con¬ 
tainers branch of the paper and paper- 
board containers and packaging prod¬ 
ucts industry as defined in paragraph 
(a) (2) (ii) of this section under contracts 
subject to the Walsh-Healey Public Con¬ 
tracts Act shall be not less than $1.37 per 
hour arrived at either on a time or piece 
rate basis. 

(4) , The minimum wage for persons 
employed in the manufacture or furnish¬ 
ing of products of the wrapping products 
branch of the paper and paperboard con¬ 
tainers and packaging products industry 
as defined in paragraph (a) (2) (iii) of 
this section under contracts subject to 
the Walsh-Healey Public Contracts Act 
shall be not less than $1.20 per hour 
arrived at either on a time or piece rate 
basis. 

(c) Tolerances. (1) Beginners or pro¬ 
bationary workers, as defined in sub- 
paragraph (2) of this paragraph, may 
be employed in the performance of con¬ 
tracts for products of the paper and 
paperboard containers and packaging 
products industry defined in paragraph 
(a) of this section at the following rates: 

(1) In the non textile bags branch at 
not less than a minimum wage of $1.25 
per hour; 

(ii) In the corrugated and solid fiber 
boxes branch at not less than a minimum 
wage of $1.48 per hour; 

(iii) In the sanitary food containers 
branch at not less than a minimum wage 
of $1.32 per hour; 

(iv) In the wrapping products branch 
at not less than a minimum wage of $1.15 
per hour. 

(2) For the purpose of this paragraph, 
a beginner or probationary worker is 
defined as new plant employee hired at 
a rate lower than that established for a 
specific job during the period of time re¬ 
quired to receive orientation or initial 
training for that job and who has less 
than 240 hours experience in the plant 
in v/hich he is employed. 

(d) Effect another obligations. Noth¬ 
ing in this section shall affect any other 
obligations for the payment of minimum 
wages that an employer may have under 
any law or agreement more favorable to 


employees than the requirements of this 
section. 

Within thirty days from the date of 
the publication of this notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, interested parties may 
submit written exceptions, together with 
supporting reasons, to the tentative de¬ 
cision above set out. Exceptions should 
be directed to the Secretary of Labor 
and filed with the Chief Hearing Ex¬ 
aminer, Room 4414, United States De¬ 
partment of Labor, Washington 25, D.C. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 12th 
day of October 1960. 

James P. Mitchell, 
Secretary of Labor. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9695; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
[ 21 CFR Part 19 1 

[Docket No. PDC 69] 

CHEESES; PROCESSED CHEESES; 
CHEESE FOODS; CHEESE SPREADS, 
AND RELATED FOODS; DEFINI¬ 
TIONS AND STANDARDS OF IDEN¬ 
TITY 

Cheddar Cheese, Washed Curd 
Cheese, Colby Cheese, Granular 
Cheese, Swiss Cheese; Extension of 
time for Filing Briefs 

In the matter of amending the stand¬ 
ards of identity for Cheddar cheese, 
washed curd cheese, colby cheese, granu¬ 
lar cheese, and swiss cheese: 

The public hearing in the above- 
entitled matter was held beginning on 
August 2,1960. It was announced at the 
hearing that briefs relevant to the pro¬ 
cedure might be filed on or before Octo¬ 
ber 13, 1960. The Hearing Officer has 
been requested to extend the time for 
filing briefs, and good reason therefor 
appearing, the time for filing is extended 
to October 24, 1960. 

Dated: October 11,1960. 

[seal] William J. Risteau, 

Hearing Officer. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9682; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:48 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[14 CFR Part 294 ] 

[Docket 11659 etc.] 

CLASSIFICATION AND EXEMPTION 
OF AIR CARRIERS WHILE CON¬ 
DUCTING CERTAIN OPERATIONS 
FOR MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT 

Proposed Revocation; Notice of 
Hearing 

In the matter of the proposed repeal 
of Part 294 of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board’s Economic Regulations. 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended, particularly sections 102, 204, 
401, 403, 404, 405, 1002, 1004, and 1005 
thereof, that the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing is hereby assigned for hearing on 
November 1, 1960, at 10 a.m., in room 
1522, Temporary Building 4, 16th Street 
and Constitution Avenue NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., before Examiner Ralph L. 
Wiser. 

Pursuant to order E-15768, dated Sep¬ 
tember 14, 1960, only evidence to prove 
or disprove facts material to the issues 
of law and policy involved in the ques¬ 
tion of whether or not to repeal Part 294 
will be received. 

Without limiting the scope of the is¬ 
sues raised by the pleadings in this pro¬ 
ceeding, particular attention will be 
directed to the following matters: 

(1) Whether enforcement of the pro¬ 
visions of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, and the Board’s Eco¬ 
nomic Regulations from which exemp¬ 
tion is now provided under Part 294 
would be an undue burden on the air 
carriers or classes of air carriers which 
now hold such exemption by reason of 
the limited extent of, or unusual circum¬ 
stances affecting, the operations of these 
air carriers or classes of air carriers, and 

(2) Whether such enforcement is in 
the public interest. 

For further details with respect to the 
issues involved in this proceeding, inter¬ 
ested persons are referred to the orders 
and notices entered herein, the docu¬ 
ments filed by the parties, and the exam¬ 
iner’s report of prehearing conference, 
served September 29,* 1960, all of which 
are on file with the Docket Section of the 
Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Notice is further given that any per¬ 
son other than parties of record desiring 
to be heard in this proceeding shall file 
with the Board on or before October 
28, 1960, a statement setting forth the 
issues of fact or law raised by this pro¬ 
ceeding which he desires to controvert. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 
12, 1960. 

[SEAL] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9685; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[ 49 CFR Part 25 1 

[No. 33581] 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING REGULA¬ 
TIONS UNDER THE INTERSTATE 

COMMERCE ACT 

Financial Statements To Be Consist¬ 
ent With Accounting Regulations 

September 16, 1960. 

Notice is hereby given that the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission has under 
consideration issuance of a rule pursuant 
to the provisions of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, as amended, which will pro¬ 
hibit carriers from distributing to their 
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stockholders or otherwise releasing to the 
public financial statements which are 
inconsistent with their corporate books 
of account, maintained in conformity 
with this Commission’s prescribed uni¬ 
form systems of accounts, and with re¬ 
ports filed with this Commission for or 
on behalf of carriers. 

Explanatory statement. In petition 
filed by Arthur Andersen & Co., a firm 
of certified public accountants, request 
is made that this Commission issue a 
rule or decision as to the applicability 
of the rules in the uniform systems of 
accounts to financial statements of car¬ 
riers in their annual reports to stock¬ 
holders or released to the public in 
certain other ways. The petitioner’s 
position is that carriers should be free to 
publish financial statements in accord¬ 
ance with what are described as “gener¬ 
ally accepted accounting principles” and 
petitioner requests that the Commission 
decide that such procedure would not be 
considered a violation of prescribed ac¬ 
counting and reporting regulations and 
the Interstate Commerce Act. The term 
“generally accepted accounting princi¬ 
ples” is commonly used to denote broad 
basic practices which have found general 
busines acceptance, with considerable 
tolerance for variation among different 
industries because of special conditions 
or long established usage. They are not 
fixed by law and, therefore, alternate 
methods or rules are employed under 
varying circumstances. 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

The Interstate Commerce Act author¬ 
izes this Commission to require filing 
with us annual or other periodical and 
special reports; to prescribe uniform sys¬ 
tems of accounts and provides that it 
shall be unlawful for carriers to keep 
any accounts contrary to prescribed reg¬ 
ulations; it also provides penalties for 
failure to keep prescribed accounts and 
records. Accounting regulations for car¬ 
riers in the several modes of transporta¬ 
tion have been prescribed. These regula¬ 
tions and subsequent modifications are 
issued under rule making procedures con¬ 
tained in the Administrative Procedure 
Act and interested persons have oppor¬ 
tunity to present their views and sug¬ 
gestions when such regulations are under 
consideration before being issued. 

Financial statements in annual re¬ 
ports to stockholders and otherwise re¬ 
leased to the public are regularly pre¬ 
pared by carriers in conformity with 
rules in the uniform system of accounts 
and this Commission has not had occa¬ 
sion in the past to issue a general rule 
dealing with the question raised by the 
petitioner. 

Proposed rule. No carrier subject to 
accounting regulations prescribed by this 
Commission shall distribute in its an¬ 
nual reports to stockholders or otherwise 
release to the public financial statements 
which are inconsistent with the corpo¬ 
rate books of accoimt, maintained in 
conformity with the uniform system of 
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accounts prescribed by the Commission, 
and with reports filed with the Commis¬ 
sion for or on behalf of the carrier. 
T^is rule shall not be deemed to pro¬ 
hibit distribution or publication of rea¬ 
sonable condensation or rearrangement 
in the form of financial statements in 
annual reports to stockholders or other¬ 
wise released to the public or of special 
statements pursuant to requirements of 
indentures or mortgage to secure bonds 
or other similar instruments. 

In order that the Commission may be 
fully advised in this matter, all inter¬ 
ested persons may submit on or before 
November 15, 1960, data, views and com¬ 
ments in writing concerning the rule 
proposed herein and may request oral 
argument or public hearing. Four 
copies should be filed of any such 
submittals. 

Notice will be given to carriers subject 
to accounting rules prescribed by this 
Commission and to the general public 
by depositing a copy in the office of the 
Secretary of the Commission at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., and by filing this notice 
with the Director, Federal Register 
Division. 

By the Commission, Division 2. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9680; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.J 















Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 
HUNTING OF CANADA GEESE 

Dodge, Fond du Lac, and Juneau 
Counties, Wisconsih; Closing of 
Season 

Pursuant to the regulations prescribed 
and published in the Federal Register 
of September 9, 1960 (25 F.R. 8717), 
which limit to 7,000 the number of Can¬ 
ada geese that may be killed in the 
counties of Dodge, Fond du Lac, and 
Jimeau, Wisconsin, it having been de¬ 
termined that on the basis of the daily 
kill which has occurred since the open¬ 
ing of the hunting season October 7, 
1960, the permissive kill of 7,000 Canada 
geese will occur on or before sunset 
Sunday, October 16, 1960, the hunting 
season on Canada geese will be closed 
effective at sunset October 16, 1960, and 
no Canada geese shall be killed in these 
three counties after sunset on said date. 

A. V. Tunison, 
Acting Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 

October 14, 1960. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9778; Filed. Oct. 14, 1960; 

11:28 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50-89] 

GENERAL DYNAMICS CORP. 

Notice of Issuance of Utilization 
Facility License Amendment 

Please take notice that the Atomic 
Energy Commission has issued Amend¬ 
ment No. 9, set forth below, to License 
No. R-38. The amendment provides an 
additional authorization to General 
Dynamics Corporation to operate its 
TRIGA reactor located at Torrey Pines 
Mesa, California, using fuel elements 
modified with respect to hydrogen-zir¬ 
conium ratio, cladding material, and 
composition of the slugs, as described in 
its application for license amendment 
dated July 28, 1960. The Commission 
has found that operation of the reactor 
in accordance with the terms and con¬ 
ditions of the license, as amended, will 
not present any undue hazard to the 
health and safety of the public and will 
not be inimical to the common defense 
and security. 

The Commission has found that prior 
public notice of proposed issuance of this 
amendment is not necessary in the public 
interest since the conduct of the pro¬ 
posed experiments does not present any 
substantial changes in the hazards to 
the health and safety of the public from 
those presented by the previously ap¬ 
proved operation of the reactor. 
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In accordance with the Commission’s 
rules of practice (10 CFR Part 2) the 
Commission will direct the holding of a 
formal hearing on the matter of the 
issuance of the license amendment upon 
receipt of a request therefor from the 
licensee or an intervener within thirty 
days after issuance of the license amend¬ 
ment. Petitions for leave to intervene 
and requests for a formal hearing shall 
be filed by mailing a copy to the Office 
of the Secretary, Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., or by 
delivery of a copy in person to the 
Office of the Secretary, Germantown, 
Maryland, or the AEC’s Document Room, 
1717 H Street, Washington, D.C. For 
further details see (1) the application 
for license amendment dated July 28, 
1960, submitted by General Dynamics 
Corporation, and (2) a hazards analysis 
of the proposed operation prepared by 
the Test and Power Reactor Safety 
Branch of the Division of Licensing and 
Regulation, both on file at the AEC’s 
Public Document Room. A copy of item 
(2) above may be obtained at the AEC’s 
Public Document Room or upon request 
addressed to the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., Attention: 
Director, Division of Licensing and 
Regulation. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 10th 
day of October, 1960. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

R. L. Kirk, 

Deputy Director, Division 
of Licensing and Regulation, 
[License No. R-38; Arndt. 9] 

License No. R-38, as amended, issued to 
General Dynamics Corporation, is hereby 
amended in the following respects: 

In addition to the activities previously 
authorized by the Commission in License No. 
R-38, as amended, General Dynamics Cor¬ 
poration is authorized to operate its TRIGA 
reactor located at Torrey Pines Mesa, Cali¬ 
fornia, using the fuel elements described in 
its application for license amendement dated 
July 28, 1960. When using these fuel ele¬ 
ments the operation of the reactor shall be in 
accordance with the procedures and subject 
to the limitations contained in License No. 
R-38, as amended, and in the application 
for license amendment dated July 28, 1960, 
and the additional conditions stated below: 

1. When conducting any of the experi¬ 
ments described in Part A, Experiments with 
a Single Higher Hydride Fuel Element, in the 
application for license amendment dated 
July 28, 1960, the temperature in the hottest 
part of the higher hydride fuel element shall 
be continuously monitored and recorded and 
shall not be permitted to exceed 550® C. 

2. When conducting any of the experi¬ 
ments described in Part B, Experiments with 
Several Higher Hydride Fuel Elements, in the 
application for license amendment dated 
July 28, 1960, the higher hydride fuel ele¬ 
ments shall be inserted only into positions 
which previously, during an experiment . in 
accordance with Part A above, conducted 
under reactor operating conditions similar 
to those proposed for the Part B experiment, 
contained a higher hydride fuel element the 


hottest part of which did not exceed 550“C. 
during the experiment. 

This amendment is effectve as of the date 
of issuance. 

Date of issuance: October 10,1960. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

R. L. Kirk, 
Deputy Director, 

Division of Licensing and Regulation. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9663; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS OOARD 

[Docket 10606] 

DUNES HOTEL AND CASINO ET AL. 

Notice of Oral Argument 

M & R Investment Company, Inc., 
doing business as Dunes Hotel and 
Casino, et al. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that oral argument 
in the above-entitled proceeding is 
assigned to be heard on November 1,1960, 
at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t. in Room 1027, Univer¬ 
sal Building, Connecticut and Florida 
Avenues NW., Washington, D.C., before 
the Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 
12, 1960. 

[SEAL] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9686; Filed, Oct. 14,‘ 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 13780; FCC 60M-17301 

AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND 
TELEGRAPH CO. 

Order Scheduling Prehearing 
Conference 

In the matter of American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company, Docket No. 
13780; regulations and charges for special 
arrangements provided as part of the 
communications system used in the 
Ballistic Missile Early Waring System 
(BMEWS) and regulations and charges 
for switching and signaling arrange¬ 
ments provided as part of the Command 
Post Alerting Network (COPAN). 

Upon the Hearing Examiner’s own 
motion: It is order, This 7th day of 
October 1960, that the hearing now 
scheduled for November 7, 1960, be, and 
the same is hereby continued to Decem¬ 
ber 5, 1960, at the Commission Offices, 
Washington, D.C., 10:00 a.m. 

It is further ordered. That pursuant to 
§ 1.111 of the Commission rules and regu- 
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lations, a Prehearing Conference in this 
matter will be held on November 3, 1960, 
at the Commission Offices, Washington, 
D.C., 10:00 a.m. 

Released: October 10, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 60-9687; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13379, 13380; PCX:i 60M-1737] 

BIBLE INSTITUTE OF LOS ANGELES, 
INC. (KBBI) AND BENJAMIN C. 
BROWN 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of the Bible Institute 
of Los Angeles, Incorporated (KBBI), 
Los Angeles, California, Docket No. 13379, 
File No. BMPH-5311; Benjamin C. 
Brown, Oceanside, California, Docket 
No. 13380, File No. BPH-2687; for con¬ 
struction permits (FM). 

The Hearing Examiner having before 
him a pleading entitled “Motion for 
Additional Time,” filed by Benjamin C. 
Brown on October 7, 1960, in which re¬ 
quest is made that hearing date be 
continued for a period of ten days; and 
It appearing that the other parties to 
the proceeding have no objection to 
grant of the motion; 

It is ordered. This 11th day of October 
1960, that the motion is granted; and 
hearing now scheduled for October 17, 
1960, is continued to October 27, 1960. 

Released: October 11,1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9688; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13765; POC 60M-1738] 

PEOPLES BROADCASTING CORP. 
Order Setting Prehearing Conference 

In re application of Peoples Broadcast¬ 
ing Corporation, Trenton, New Jersey, 
Docket No. 13765, File No. BPH-3059; 
for construction permit (FM). 

It is ordered. This 11th day of October 
1960, on the Hearing Examiner’s own 
motion, that all parties or their counsel 
who desire to participate in the above- 
captioned proceeding are directed to 
appear for a prehearing conference, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of 47 CFR 1.111, 
at the offices of the Commission in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. at 2:00 p.m., October 21. 
1960. 

Released: October 11,1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9689; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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(Docket No. 13779; PCC60M-1739] 

SOUTHERN TRANSMISSION CORP. 
Order Setting Prehearing Conference 

In re applications of Southern Trans¬ 
mission Corporation, Docket No. 13779; 
for construction permit for new fixed 
video station at Palm Beach Gardens, 
Florida (KJE50), File No. 3060-C1-P-60; 
for construction permit for new fixed 
radio station at Stuart, Florida (KJE51), 
File No. 3061-C1-P-60; for construction 
permit for new fixed radio station at 
Fort Pierce. Florida (KJE52), File No 
3062-C1-P-60. 

It is ordered, This 11th day of Octo¬ 
ber 1960, on the Hearing Examiner’s 
own motion, that all parties or their 
counsel who desire to participate in the 
above-captioned proceeding are directed 
to appear for a prehearing conference, 
pursuant to the provisions of 47 CFR 
1.111, at the offices of the Commission 
at Washington, D.C. at 10:00 a.m., Octo¬ 
ber 28, 1960. 

Released: October 11, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9690; Piled, Oct. 14, I960; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13590; PCC 60M-1734] 

REX O. STEVENSON 
Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of Rex O. Stevenson, 
Ojai, California, Docket No. 13590, Pile 
No. BP-12418; for construction permit. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration an informal petition from 
applicant’s coimsel, in the form of a let¬ 
ter dated October 6, 1960, requesting 
that the hearing in the above-entitled 
proceeding be continued from Monday, 
October 10, 1960, for a period of 60 days; 
and 

It appearing that the reason for the 
requested continuance is to enable coun¬ 
sel to prepare and file a pleading re¬ 
questing the dismissal of the above- 
entitled application; and 

It further appearing that there are no 
objections to the granting of the request, 
that the element of time requires im¬ 
mediate action thereon, and good cause 
for the continuance having been shown; 

It is ordered. This the 7th day of Oc¬ 
tober 1960, that the request for con¬ 
tinuance of the hearing is granted and 
the hearing is continued from Monday, 
October 10, 1960, to December 12, 1960. 

Released: October 11, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben P. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9691; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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[Docket No. 13414; PCC 60M-1725] 

WDUL TELEVISION CORP. 
(WHYZ-TV) 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of WDUL Television 
Corp. (WHYZ-TV), Duluth, Minnesota, 
Docket No. 13414, File No. BMPCT-5375; 
for modification of construction permit. 

On the oral request of counsel for 
intervenor Northwest Publications, Inc. 
and without objection by counsel for the 
other parties: It is ordered. This-6th 
day of October 1960, that the hearing 
now scheduled for October 18 is resched¬ 
uled to Monday, November 28, 1960, at 
10 a.m., in the offices of the Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 

Released: October 10,1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben P. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9692; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 


FOREIGN-TRADE ZONES DOARD 

[Order No. 51] 

RESOLUTION APPROVING APPLICA¬ 
TION OF THE TOLEDO-LUCAS 
COUNTY PORT AUTHORITY, TO¬ 
LEDO, OHIO, AND ORDER AU¬ 
THORIZING ISSUANCE OF GRANT 
FOR A FOREIGN-TRADE ZONE AT 
TOLEDO, OHIO 

Proceedings of the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Board, Washington, D.C. 

Resolution and order. Pursuant to the 
authority granted in the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as amended 
(48 Stat. 998-1003; 19 U.S.C. 81a-81u) 
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board has 
adopted the following resolution and 
order: 

The Board having considered the mat¬ 
ter: It is ordered, “Upon examination, 
the application of the Toledo-Lucas 
County Port Authority, a public corpora¬ 
tion and an instrumentality of the State 
of Ohio, for the privilege of establishing, 
operating, and maintaining a foreign- 
trade zone at Toledo, Ohio, has been 
found to be in proper order and in com¬ 
pliance with the Foreign-Trade Zones 
Act, as amended, and the rules and 
regulations made thereunder. NOW, 
THEREFORE, said application for a 
grant is approved; and the Secretary of 
Commerce, as Chairman and Executive 
Officer of the Board, is hereby authorized 
and directed to sign and issue in favor 
of the Toledo-Lucas County Port Au¬ 
thority, a grant permitting the estab¬ 
lishment, operation, and maintenance of 
a foreign-trade zone at Toledo, Ohio, in 
compliance with the application on file 
with the Foreign-Trade Zones Board. It 
is further ordered, that a copy of this 
grant be made a part of the official rec¬ 
ords of this Board. This grant shall be 
issued subject to settlement locally by 
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the Collector of Customs and the District 
Engineer with the applicant regarding 
compliance with their respective require¬ 
ments as proposed in the zone applica¬ 
tion and supplemental representations 
and undertakings.” 

Grant To Establish, Operate, and Main¬ 
tain A Foreign-Trade Zone at Toledo, 
Ohio 

Whereas, by an Act of Congress ap¬ 
proved June 18, 1934, an Act “To pro¬ 
vide for the establishment, operation, 
and maintenance of foreign-trade zones 
in ports of entry of the United States, 
to expedite and encourage foreign com¬ 
merce, and for other purposes”, as 
amended (48 Stat. 998-1003; U.S.C. Title 
19 § 81a-81u), hereinafter referred to as 
“the Act”, the Foreign-Trade Zones 
Board, hereinafter referred to as “the 
Board”, is authorized and empowered to 
grant to corporations the privilege of 
establishing, operating, and maintaining 
foreign-trade zones in or adjacent to 
ports of entry under the jurisdiction of 
the United States; and. 

Whereas, the Toledo-Lucas County 
Port Authority, a public corporation and 
an instrumentality of the State of Ohio, 
having its ofiBce and principal place of 
business in the City of Toledo, Ohio, here¬ 
inafter referred to as “the Grantee”, has 
made application in due and proper form 
to the Board for the establishment, oper¬ 
ation, and maintenance of a foreign- 
trade zone, designated on the records of 
the Board as Zone No. 8 at Toledo, Ohio, 
as shown on the map accompanying said 
application, marked Exhibit No. 10; and. 
Whereas, notice of said application has 
been given and published, and full op¬ 
portunity has been afforded all interested 
parties to be heard; and. 

Whereas, ‘ the Board has found the 
proposed plans and location are suitable 
for the accomplishment of the purposes 
of a foreign-trade zone under the Act 
and that the facilities and appurtenances 
which in said application it is proposed 
to provide are sufficient; 

Now, therefore, the Board, subject to 
the provisions, conditions, and restric¬ 
tions of the Act and all of the rules and 
regulations made thereunder, hereby 
grants to the Grantee the privilege of 
establishing, operating, and maintaining 
a foreign-trade zone, designated on the 
records of the Board as Zone No. 8, at 
the specific location mentioned above and 
more particularly described on the map 
accompanying said application, marked 
Exhibit No. 10, said grant being subject 
to the provisions, conditions, and re¬ 
strictions of the Act and of all rules and 
regulations made thereunder, to the same 
extent as though the same were fully 
set forth herein, and also to the follow¬ 
ing express conditions and limitations, 
to-wit: 

The Grantee shall make no deviation 
from the maps, plans, specifications, 
drawings, and blueprints, accompany¬ 
ing the said application and marked 
Exhibits Nos. 1 to 13, inclusive, before 
or after completion of the structures or 
w’ork involved, unless modification of 
such maps, plans, specifications, draw¬ 
ings and blueprints, has previously been 
submitted to and has received the ap¬ 
proval of the Board. 


The work of construction under this 
grant shall commence immediately fol¬ 
lowing the date of the grant; said work 
shall be diligently prosecuted to comple¬ 
tion and the work of construction shall 
be completed and operation of the zone 
shall be commenced by the Grantee with¬ 
in a reasonable time from the date of 
issuance of the grant. The Grantee shall 
notify the United States District Engi¬ 
neer in whose District the zone is located 
of the date upon which work will begin 
and as far in advance thereof as the Dis¬ 
trict Engineer may reasonably specify, 
and shall notify him promptly in writing 
of any suspension of construction for a 
period of more than one week, and of its 
resumption and completion. 

The Grantee shall, to the extent appli¬ 
cable, fully comply with the provisions of 
the laws for the protection and preserva¬ 
tion of the navigable waters of the 
United States, and shall secure the au¬ 
thorizations and approvals of works in 
navigable waters of the United States 
required by such laws. The grant herein 
made shall not be construed as conveying 
such approval. 

The Grantee shall allow officers and 
employees of the United States of Amer¬ 
ica free and unrestricted access in, to, 
and throughout said zone in the perform¬ 
ance of their official duties. 

This grant shall not be construed to 
relieve the Grantee from liability for in¬ 
jury or damage to the person or property 
of others occasioned by the construction, 
operation, or maintenance of said zone, 
and in no event shall the United States of 
America be liable therefor. 

The Grant shall be issued subject to 
settlement locally by the Collector of 
Customs and the District Engineer with 
the applicant regarding compliance with 
their respective requirements as proposed 
in the zone application and supplemental 
representations and undertakings. 

In witness whereof, the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Board has caused its name to be 
signed and its seal to be affixed hereto 
by its Chairman and Executive Officer, 
Frederick H. Mueller, at Washington, 
D.C. this 11th day of October 1960, pur¬ 
suant to Order of the Board. 

Foreicn-Trade Zones 
Board, 

[seal] Frederick H. Mueller, 

Chairman and Executive 
Officer. 

Attest: 

Joseph M. Marrone, 

Executive Secretary. 

Certificate by Executive Secretary 

I, Joseph M. Marrone, Executive Secre¬ 
tary of the Foreign-Trade Zones Board, 
do hereby certify that the following is a 
true extract from the records of the 
proceedings of the Board of that portion 
of the Minutes (Memorandum) of Octo¬ 
ber 11, 1960, of the Foreign-Trade Zones 
Board relating to the matter hereinbe¬ 
fore in this grant described: 

Upon examination, the application of 
the Toledo-Lucas County Port Authority, 
a public corporation and an instrumen¬ 
tality of the State of Ohio, for the privi¬ 
lege of establishing, operating, and 
maintaining a foreign-trade zone at 


Toledo, Ohio, has been found to be in 
proper order and in compliance with the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Act, as amended, 
and the rules and regulations made 
thereunder. Now, therefore, said ap¬ 
plication for a grant is approved; and 
the Secretary of Commerce, as Chair¬ 
man and Executive Officer of the Board, 
is hereby authorized and directed to sign 
and issue in favor of the Toledo-Lucas 
County Port Authority, a grant per¬ 
mitting the establishment, operation, 
and maintenance of a foreign-trade zone 
at Toledo, Ohio, in compliance with the 
application on file with the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board. It is further or¬ 
dered, that a copy of this grant be made 
a part of the official records of this 
Board. This grant shall be issued sub¬ 
ject to settlement locally by the Collector 
of Customs and the District Engineer 
with the applicant regarding compli¬ 
ance with their respective requirements 
as proposed in the zone application 
and supplemental representations and 
undertakings. 

Witness my hand and the seal of the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board this 11th 
day of October 1960, at Washington, D.C. 

[seal] Joseph M. Marrone, 

Executive Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-9694; Filed, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File 7-2085] 

McGRAV/ EDISON CO. 

Notice of Application for Unlisted 

Trading Privileges and of Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing 

October 11,1960. 

In the matter of application of the 
Cincinnati Stock Exchange for unlisted 
trading privileges in a certain security. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed an application with 
the Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to section 12(f) (2) of the Secu¬ 
rities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f-l thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stock of the 
following company, which security is 
listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchanges: 

McGraw Edison Company, File 7-2085. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
October 28, 1960, from any interested 
person, the Commission will determine 
whether the application shall be set 
down for hearing. Any such request 
should state briefly the nature of the in¬ 
terest of the person making the request 
and the position he proposes to take at 
the hearing, if ordered. In addition, 
any interested person may subrnit his 
views or any additional facts bearing on 
the said application by means of a letter 
addressed to the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., not later than the date specified. 
If no one requests a hearing, this appli¬ 
cation will be determined by order of 






Saturday, October 15, 1960 

the Commission on the basis of the facts 
stated therein and other information 
contained in the official files of the Com¬ 
mission pertaining thereto. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary, 

IP.R. Doc. 60-9677; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Piles 7-2083, 7-2084] 

CONTINENTAL INDUSTRIES, INC., 
AND LIONEL CORP. 

Notice of Applications for Unlisted 
Trading Privileges and of Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing 

October 11,1960. 

In the matter of applications of the 
Philadelphia-Baltimore Stock Exchange 
for unlisted trading privileges in certain 
securities. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to section 12(f) (2) of the Secu¬ 
rities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f-l thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stocks of the 
following companies, which securities are 
listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchanges: 

Continental Industries, Inc., Pile 7-2083. 

Lionel Corporation, Pile 7-2084. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
October 28, 1960, from any interested 
person, the Commission will determine 
whether the application with respect to 
any of the companies named shall be set 
down for hearing. Any such request 
should state briefly the title of the secu¬ 
rity in which he is interested, the nature 
of the interest of the person making the 
request, and the position he proposes to 
take at the hearing, if ordered. In addi¬ 
tion, any interested person may submit 
his views or any additional facts bearing 
on any of the said applications by means 
of a letter addressed to the Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington 25, D.C., not later than the 
date specified. If no one requests a hear¬ 
ing with respect to any particular appli¬ 
cation, such application will be deter¬ 
mined by order of the Commission on the 
basis of the facts stated therein and 
other information contained in the offi¬ 
cial files of the Commission pertaining 
thereto. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9678; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of the Secretary 
JOHN P. GLEASON 

Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro¬ 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register during 
the last six months. 

A. Deletions: No change. 

B. Additions: No change. 

This statement is made as of October 
7,1960. 

John P. Gleason. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9683; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:48 a.m.] 


WILLIAM M. FIRSHING 

Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b)(6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register during 
the last six months. 

A. Deletions: No change. 

B. Additions: No change. 

This statement is made as of October 
6, 1960. 

William M. Firshing. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9684; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

October 12, 1960. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 36630: Substituted service — 
L&N and Monon for Terminal Transport 
Company, Inc. Filed by Central and 
Southern Motor Freight Tariff Associa¬ 
tion, Incorporated, Agent (No. 29), for 
interested carriers. Rates on property 
loaded in trailers and transported on 
railroad flat cars between Chicago, Ill., 
and Hammond, Ind., on the one hand, 
and Atlanta, Ga., and Birmingham, Ala., 
on the other, on traffic originating at or 
destined to such points or points beyond 
as described in the application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 5 to Central and 
Southern Motor Freight Tariff Associa¬ 
tion, Incorporated tariff MF-I.C.C. 224. 

FSA No. 36631: Substituted service — 
L&N and PRR for Super Service Motor 
Freight Company, Inc. Filed by South¬ 
ern Motor Carriers Rate Conference, 
Agent (No. 38), for interested carriers. 
Rates on property loaded in trailers and 
transported on railroad flat cars between 
Knoxville, Tenn., on the one hand, and 
Baltimore, Md., Kearny, N.J., and Phila¬ 
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delphia. Pa., on the other, on traffic 
originating at or destined to such points 
or points beyond as described in the 
application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 14 to Southern 
Motor Carriers Rate Conference tariff 
I.C.C. 33, MF-I.C.C. 1071. 

FSA No. 36632: Substituted service — 
ACL and FEC for Terminal Transport 
Company, Inc. Filed by Central and 
Southern Motor Fi'eight Tariff Associa¬ 
tion, Incorporated, Agent (No. 30), for 
interested carriers. Rates on property 
loaded in trailers and transported on 
railroad flat cars between Atlanta, Ga., 
and Miami, Fla., on traffic originating at 
or destined to such points or points be¬ 
yond as described in the application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 5 to Central and 
Southern Motor Freight Tariff Associa¬ 
tion, Incorporated tariff MF-I.C.C. 224. 

FSA No. 36633: Substituted service — 
Wab. for Orscheln Bros. Truck Lines, 
Inc. Filed by Middlewest Motor Freight 
Bureau, Agent (No. 280), for interested 
carriers. Rates on property loaded in 
trailers and transported on railroad flat 
cars between Kansas City, Mo., and Chi¬ 
cago, HI., on traffic originating at or 
destined to such points or points be¬ 
yond as described in the application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 144 to Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau tariff MF-I.C.C. 
223. 

FSA No. 36634: Substituted service — 
Wab. for Buckingham Express, Inc., et al. 
Filed by Middlewest Motor Freight Bu¬ 
reau, Agent (No. 281), for interested 
carriers. Rates on property loaded in 
trailers and transported on railroad flat 
cars between St. Louis, Mo., on the one 
hand, and Des Moines, Iowa, Kansas City, 
Mo., and Omaha, Neb., on the other, on 
traffic originating at or destined to such 
points or points beyond as described in 
the application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 144 to Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau tariff MF-I.C.C. 
223. 

FSA No. 36635: Substituted service — 
Wab. for General -Expressways, Inc. 
Filed by Middlewest Motor Freight Bu¬ 
reau Agent (No. 277), for interested 
carriers. Rates on property loaded in 
trailers and transported on railroad flat 
cars between Chicago, Ill., on the one 
hand, and Buffalo, N.Y., and Detroit, 
Mich., on the other, and between E. St. 
Louis, Ill., on the one hand, and Chicago, 
Ill., and Ft. Wayne, Ind., on the other, 
on traffic originating at or destined to 
such points or points beyond as described 
in the application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 144 to Middlewest 
Motor Fi-eight Bureau tariff MF-I.C.C. 
223. 

FSA No. 36636: Substituted service — 
C&NW for Barber Transportation Co., et 
al. Filed by Middlewest Motor Freight 
Bureau, Agent (No. 278), for interested 
carriers. Rates on property loaded in 
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trailers and transported on railroad flat 
cars between Chicago, Ill., on the one 
hand, and Council Bluffs and Sioux City, 
Iowa, on the other, on traffic originating 
at or destined to such points or points 
beyond as described in the application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 144 to Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau tariff MF-I.C.C. 
223. 


FSA No. 36637: Substituted service — 
C&NW for Carstensen Freight Lines, Inc, 
Filed by Middlewest Motor Freight Bu¬ 
reau, Agent (No. 282), for interested car¬ 
riers. Rates on property loaded in trail¬ 
ers and transported on railroad flat cars 
between Chicago, Ill., and CUnton, Iowa, 
on traffic originating at or destined to 
such points or points beyond as described 
in the application. 


Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 144 to Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau tariff MF-I.C.C. 
223. 

By the Commision. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-9681; Piled, Oct. 14, 1960; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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Announcement 


CFR SUPPLEMENTS 

(As of January 1, 1960) 

The following Supplement is now available: 

Titles 1-3, $1.25 

Previously announced: Title 3 ($0.60); Titles 4—5 
($1.00); Title 7, Parts 1-50 ($0.45); Parts 51-52 
($0.45); Parts 53-209 ($0.40); Parts 210-399, 
Revised ($4.00); Parts 400-899, Revised ($5.50); 
Parts 900-959 ($1.50); Part 960 to End ($2.50); 
Title 8 ($0.40); Title 9 ($0.35); Titles 10-13 
($0.50); Title 14, Parts 1-39 ($0.65); Parts 40- 
399 ($0.75); Part 400 to End ($1.75); Title 15 
($1.25); Title 16, Revised ($6.50); Title 17 
($0.75); Title 18 ($0.55); Title 19 ($1.00); 
Title 20 ($1.25); Title 21 ($1.50); Titles 22-23 
($0.45); Title 24 ($0.45); Title 25 ($0.45); Title 
26 (1939), Parts 1-79 ($0.40); Parts 80-169 
($0.35); Parts 170-182 ($0.35); Parts 300 to End 
($0.40); Title 26, Part 1 (§§ 1.01-1.499) ($1.75); 
Parts 1 (§ 1.500 to End)-19 ($2.25); Parts 20- 
169 ($1.75); Parts 170-221 ($2.25); Parts 222- 
299 ($1.75); Part 300 to End ($1.25); Titles 28- 
29 ($1.75); Titles 30-31 ($0.50); Title 32, Parts 
1-399 ($2.00); Parts 400-699 ($2.00); Parts 
700-799 ($1.00); Parts 800-999, Revised 

($3.75); Parts 1000-1099, Revised ($6.50); Part 
1100 to End ($0.60); Title 32A ($0.65); Title 33 
($1.75); Title 35, Revised ($3.50); Title 36, Re¬ 
vised ($3.00); Title 37, Revised ($3.50); Title 38 
($1.00); Title 39 ($1.50); Titles 40—41, Revised 
($0.70); Title 42, Revised ($4.00); Title 43 
($1.00); Title 44, Revised ($3.25); Title 45, Re¬ 
vised ($3.75); Title 46, Parts 1-145 ($1.00); 
Parts 146-149, Revised ($6.00); Parts 146-149 
(1950 Supp. 1) ($0.55); Part 150 to End ($0.65); 
Title 47, Parts 1-29 ($1.00); Part 30 to End 
($0.30); Title 49, Ports 1-70 ($1.75); Parts 71- 
90 ($1.00); Parts 91-164 ($0.45); Part 165 to 
End ($1.00); Title *50 ($0.70); General Index 
($ 1 . 00 ). 

Order from the Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, Washington 25, D.C. 









































































